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Abbott, E. W.; g. f. a. Boston & Maine; 
p. 1400. - 

es magert on collision near Orange, 
¥a.s 2. 

Accident report; derailment near Quaker 


City, O.; p. 8 . 
Accident statistics; Bulletin No. 62; Dp. 
535. 


Accounting, simplication of; p. 450. 

Adams, A. E.; freight claim forms; PD. 
1054, 

Adamson law enlarging Commission; see 
personnel of Commission. 

Adamson, W. C.; appointment to board 
of general appraisers, New York; pp. 
664, 679. 

Adamson wage law; pp. 229, 265, 327 (T. 
J. Norton’s reply to Adamson). 

Admiralty vs. Compensation; by George 
W. Wylie; p. 1363. 


Advances in southeast; p. 1360. 


Advanced rate procedure; amendment to 
personnel act requiring approval of tar- 
iffs before filing and procedure of Com- 
mission under it; pp. 305, 319, 351, 353, 
354, 423, 468, 469, 475, 517, 552, 608, 661, 
662, 684, 703, 727, 728, 739, 769, 778, 822, 

~ 881, 918, 948, 975, 1039, 1054, 1092, 1105, 
1156, 1221, 1350, 1401, 1402 (see also per- 
sonnel law and editorial). 

Agents issuing tariffs, list of; p. 394. 

Aishton, R. H.; addresses Peoria trans- 
portation club on railway situation; p. 


1213. 

Aitchison, C. B.; member of I. C. C.; 
pp. 719, 720. 

Albrecht, E. P.; federal control of rail- 
roads; p. 779. 

Allen, C. S.; traffic commission, Queens- 


boro Chamber of Commerce; p. 797. 

Alexander bill authorizing Shipping Board 
to admit foreign ships to American 

_ coastwise trade; pp. 650, 701, 723. 

Anderson, G. W.; member of I. C. C.; 
pp. 720, 767. 

Argument before I. C. C.; notice to liti- 
gants and counsel of necessity for con- 
servation of time; p. 338. 

Arkansas Sup. Ct. decision in St. L. I. M. 
& S. vs. State of Arkansas; conflict 
oetoan state and federal regulation; 
p. " 

Average demurrage agreement; by G. H. 
Wilbur; p. 135. 


Baird, F. C.; manager lake cargo coal 
pool; D. : 
Bankers in railroad management; p. 607. 
Bankers’ Railway Bulletin; p. 791. 
= H. C.; talks on car supply; p. 
Barnes, H. C.; brief in case of B. & O. 
S. W. vs. W. H. Settle & Co.; p P/~ 
Beer rates applied to poe Mw Per tg 608. 
+e H. W.; delayed I. C. C. Soslcteant 


329. 
Bland bill appropriating money for ac- 
quisition of freight cars; p. 512. 
Block, H. L.; efficiency in use of cars; 


p. 529. 
Bove, A. W.; issuing of embargoes; p. 
Bremner, J. R.; traffic manager Gisholt 
Machine Co., Fuller & Johnson Co., 
and other concerns; Pp. 1007. 
at iy a Fs a€& &£ a Mw. GW. pw 
Butler, T. Noel; advanced rate proced- 
ure; p. 739. 


Butt, R. L.; g. f. a. Carolina & North- 
western; p. 330. 

Buxton, C. B.; assistant director of trans- 
portation, U. S. Food Administration; 
Pp. 1057. 

Campbell, V. C.; traffic manager J. W. 
Butler Paper Co.; p. 41. 

= passenger fares increased; p. 
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14 I. C. C. 619 
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14 I. a C. 631 
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15 I. C. C. 584 


to 
16 I. C. C. 422 


December, 1909. 
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i91.¢. Cc. 35 


to 
201.C.C 2 


to June 1911. 
20 I -A Cc. 1 


21 I. i C. 181 


December, 1911. 
21 I. C. C. 188 


to 
22 I. C. C. 188 
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24 1. C. C. 179 
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26 I. C. C. 349 
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20 I. C. C. 486 
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25 I. C. C. 387 


to 
27 I. C. C. 34 
December, 1913. 
27 I. C. C. 302 


to 
28 I. C. C. 549 
81:cC 3 
to 
30 I. C. C. 528 


December, 1914. 
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to 
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to June, 1915. 
32.1. ¢. C. 385 


to 
34 I. C. C. 277 
December, 1915. 
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29 I. C. C. 675 


to 
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to 
45 I. C. C. 212 
a <a. % 1917. 
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Canals, N. Y. state; the story of; p. 535. 
Car distribution; Farmers’ agg 4 Co. 


of Vermilion, S. D., vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1324. 
Car efficiency suggestion; by R KE. 


Hughes; p. 431. 

Car efficiency; by I. E. Merrill; p. 958. 

Car coeeine: see decisions of I. C. C.; 
Pp. 

Ca Gea division of I. C. C.; pp. 54, 
1 

Car shortage; pp. 56, 800, 1031, 1120, 1121. 
(See also car supply.) 

Car supply; operations under Esch law 
and by reason of war, etc.; pp. 7, 34, 
54, 103, 104, 151, 152, 204, 206, 276, 277, 
372, 380, 433, 498, 588, 863, 890, 904, 1052. 
(See also car shortage.) 

Car rotation; pp. 72, 103. 

Car surpluses and shortages; June 30, 
372; August 1, p. 406; Sept. 1, p. 660; 
Oct. 1, p. 904; Nov. 1, p. 1170; Dec .1, 
p. 1332. 

=  aeated reports to the Commission; p. 


Carmack law, liability under; L. Starks 
Co. vs. Mich. Cent.; decision of Ill. Ap- 
pellate Court; p. 790. 

Carriers, empty; ratings on; see I. C. C. 
_— “empty carrier ratings;’”’ p. 

Carriers’ duty in moving cars; by W. R. 
Petersen; p. 831. 

Cattle; cost of unloading; p. 420. 

Cement case, eastern; argument in; p. 


Cement investigation; argument on tenta- 
tive report; p. 1163. 

Cc. F. A. class scale case; pp. 55, 117, 
231, 371, 413, 591. 
I. C. C.) 

—. shipping, K. D.; by T. J. Shelton; 


p. 207. 

Chandler, WwW. Hf: express embargoes; p. 

Child labor law; 
421. 


Dp. 
Christie, .A. R.; a. g f. & p. a., 


Smith & Western; p. 706. 


Claims for damages resulting from mis- 
routing; conference ruling, etc.; p. 90. 


Coin, time for filing; conference ruling; 


p. 90. 

Claim forms; pp. 1054, 1376. 

Class rates; Iowa railroad commissioners 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; see decisions 


of I. C. C.; p. 254. 
Class rates; Indpls. Chamber of Com- 
va al.; see 


(See also decisions of 


rules ‘for enforcement; 
Fort 


merce vs. C. C. C. & St. 
decisions of I. C. C.; p. 46 

Class rates; Iowa State Board of Rall- 
road Commissioners vs Argyle Eastern 
et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 359. 


Class and commodity; reel. S. Dak., 
Commercial Club et al. vs. & W. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; re 199. 


Class and commodity; Iowa Commission- 
ers vs. Ann Arbor et al.; see decisions 
of I. C. C.; p. 256. 

Class and commodity; Dewey Bros. Co. 
vs. P. C. C. & St. L. et al.; see deci- 
sions of I. C. C.; p 316 

Class & commodity; Chamber of Com- 
merce of Johnson City, Tenn, vs. South- 
ern et al., and fourth section applica- 
tions; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 410. 

Class and commodity, rail and lake, sec- 
oe — case; see decisions of I. C. 

; D 

Classification of bad order cars; by W. 
A. Davis; p. 959. 

Clayton law suspension; p. 1360. 

Coal, divisions on prescribed; Hayden 
Bros. Coal Corp. et al. vs. Denver and 
Salt — et al.; see decisions of L 
Cc. CO: 105. 

.Coal; ‘sfington Cotton Oil Co. vs. C. of 
Ga. et al., and parts of rourth section 
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Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., Powder 
Co., Wilmington, Del., vs. P. R. 
Ry. Co. et al. Nitrate of soda. No. 
9732; p. 92. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
L. & N. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9742, Sub. No. 85; p. 4 

Du Pont de Nemours, 'E. e & Co. of 
Wilmington, Del., vs. Cent. of Ga. et 
al. Cotton and "cotton linters. No. 
9752 and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2; p. 138. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. _ 
Wilmington, Del., vs. Georgia R. R. 
et al. Cotton linters. No. 9752, Sub. 
No. 3; p. 215. 

Du Pont de Nemous, E. I., & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Central of Georgia 
et al. ‘Same as to cotton linters. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 4; p. 215. ‘ 

Du Pont de Nemous, E. I., & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. A. C. L. et al. 
Same as to cotton linters. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 6; p. 215. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern et al. Cotton 
linters. No. 9752, Sub. No. 7; p. 851. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Charleston & Western Carolina et 


al. Cotton linters. No. 9752, Sub. 
No. 8; p. 8 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
ern. Cotton linters. No. 9752, Sub. 
No. 9; p. 851. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al. Cotton linters. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 10; p. 851. ‘ 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. .I., & Co. vs. 


Ga. Fla & Ala. et al. Cotton linters. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 11; p. 851. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Georgia R. R. et al. Cotton linters. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 12; p. 852. 


ae 4 Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Cc. L. et al. Cotton linters. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 13; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Atlanta & West Point etal. Cotton 
——e. No. 9752, Sub. No. 14; p. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Ga. Sou. & Fla. et al. Cotton lint- 
ers. No. 9752, Sub. No. 15; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Georgia Northern et al. Cotton lint- 
ers. No. 9752, Sub. No. 16; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 


Macon, Dublin & Savannah et al. 
ey linters. No. 9752, Sub. No. 17; 
p. a 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Gainesville & Midland et al. Same 
as foregoing. No. 9752, Sub. No. 18; 
p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Wrightsville & Tennille et al. Same 
as foregoing. No. 9752, Sub. No. 19; 
p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. & W. P.-et al. Same as foregoing. 
No. 9762, Sub. No. 20; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Central of Georgia. Same prayer. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 21; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & 
Cc. of G. et al. Cotton. 
Sub. No. 22; p. 852 


Co. vs. 
No. 9752, 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
S. A. L. et al. Same Prayer. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 23; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 


A. C. L. et al. Same prayer. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 24; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Georgia R. R. et al. Cotton. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 25; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. L, & Co. vs. 
S. A. L. et al. Same_ prayer. No. 

& Co. vs. 


9752, Sub. No. 26; p 
Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. Same prayer. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 27; p. 852 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Same. No. 9752, Sub. 
No. 28; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
S. A. L. et al. Same. No. 9752, Sub. 
No. 29; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 


Southern et al. Same. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 30: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Ga. & Fla. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 31: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 


Charleston & Western Carolina. Cot- 
ton. No. 9752, Sub. No. 32; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., ‘& Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 33; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Norfolk Southern et al. Cotton. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 34; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 35; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. i., & Co. vs. 


Western of Alabama et al. Same. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 36; p. 852. 
Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 


L. & N. et al. Same as preceding. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 37; p. ww 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Cc. of Ga. et al. Same.’ No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 38; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. & W. P. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 39: p. - 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Cc. of Ga. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 40; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. & W. P. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 41; p. a 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Western of Alabama. Cotton. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 42; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Western of Alabama. Cotton. No. 
9752, Sub. No. 43; p. q 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 44; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
M. D. & S. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sfib. No. 45; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs 


Wrightsville & Tennille et al. 
ton. No. 9752, Sub. No. 46; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, Me. Bia '& Co. vs. 
Wrightsville & Tennille et al. Cot- 
ton. No. 9752, Sub. No. 47; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. B. & A. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 48; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al. \ pene No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 49; p. 852 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
“Sub. No. 50; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 

Cotton. No. 


G. S. W. & Guif et al. 
9752, Sub. No. 51; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. 1., & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Ga. Sou. & Fla. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 9752, Sub. No. 
52; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 53; p. 852 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
S. A. L. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 54: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 


Charleston & Western Carolina et al. 
Same as to cotton. No. 9752, Sub. 
No. 55; p. 852. 

ay | Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 

Cc. L. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 56; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours. E. I., & Co. vs. 
C. of Ga. et al. Cotton. No. 9752, 
Sub. No. 57: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. 
—. Cotton. No. 9752, Sub. 38: 
D. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 59: p. 852. 

ae Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 

Cc. L. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 60; p 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
C. of Ga. et al. Same as = cotton. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 61: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Lancaster & Chester et al. Same as 
a No. 9752, Sub. No. 62; p. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
S. A. L. et.al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 63: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 64; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 65: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Union & Glenn Springs et al. Same 
as =. cotton. No. 9752, Sub. No. 66; 
p. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 67: p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 68; p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. 
Southern et al. Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 69; p. 852. 
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Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Charleston West Caro. 
cotton. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 

of Ga. 
9752, Sub. No. 71; p. 852 

Du Pont de Nemours, a. aes 

Southern et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to 
No. 9752, Sub. No. 70; p. 852. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. No. 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 72; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. L., 
A. C. L.- et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 73; p. 852. 


~ Pont de Nemours, E. 5; 
A. L. et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 74; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours,’ E. i 
Northwestern of S. C. et al. 
to cotton. 
852 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. 


& Co. vs. 
Same as 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 75; p. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 76; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 77; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Bennettsville & Cheraw et 
as to cotton. No. 9752, 
p. 852. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
A. C. L. et al. Same as 


Sub. 


& Co. vs. 
al. Same 
No. 78; 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752. Sub. No. 79; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. jn 
S. A. L. et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 80; p. 852. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 81; p. 853. 


ae | Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
B. & A. et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 82; p. 853. 


ae Pont de Nemours, E. 5. 
B. & A. et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 83; p. 853. 


~ Pont de Nemours, E. i, 
B. & A. et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 84; p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. am 
Southern et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 86; p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. iy 
A. C. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub..No. 87; p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
S. A. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 88; p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. | 
S. A. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 89; p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
A. C. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 90: p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
S. A. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 91; p. 853. 


ae | Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Cc. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 92; p. 853. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Orangebury Ry. et al. 
cotton. No. 9752, Sub. No. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
S. A. L. et al. 

No. 9752, Sub. No. 94; p. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 


Same am to 


93; 853. 
& do. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 95; p. 853 


~*~ Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Cc. L. et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752. Sub. No. 96; p. 853 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. Z, 
Southern et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 97; p. 853 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 98: p. 853 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
S. A. L. et al. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 


& “Co. vs. 


No. 9752. Sub. No. 99; p. 853 
Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
A. C. L. et al. 


Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752. Sub. No. 100; p. 853 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. 
S. A. L. et al. 


IL, & ‘Co. vs. 
Same as to cotton. 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 101; p. 853 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. Same as 


& Co. vs. 
to cotton. 


No. 9752. Sub. No. 102; p. 853 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
A. C. L. et al. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., 
Southern et al. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 104; p. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I.. 
Lancaster & Chester et al. 
to cotton. 
p. 853. 


No. 9752, Sub. 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 
No. 9752. Sub. No. 103; p. 85 


& Co. vs. 


Same as to cotton. 
853. 


& Co. vs. 
Same as 
No. 105; 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co., vs. 


Atlanta & West Point et al. 
— 


Same as 


No. 9752, Sub. No. 106; p. 


























INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JULY-DECEMBER, 1917 

ex- Kaufman, The David, & Genes e a Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 

bethport, N. J., va C.-R, of J Rock, Ark., The, vs. A.C. L. et al. et al. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. 
vers et al. Scrap iron. No. BaTe 1238. Knitting factory products. No. 9941; Dressed poultry and dairy products. 

New cateeky Lumber Co., Lexi Bang vs. 1068. No. 9755; p. 138. 

Tigh =~ -S. F. et al. Lumber. No. 9805; Marchants’ Freight Bureau of Little National Refining Co. and Gay Oil Co., 

58. ock, Ark., for the Western Hide and Cleveland and Little Rock, vs. Mo. 

vers Kantueky agi ees &. Hen- R. R. Co. Pac. Petroleum. No. 9823; p. 539. 

New derson, vs. L. H. & St. tal. Al- Nebraska-Iowa Fruit Jobbers’ ys 

al. cohol. No. 9888; p. S07. Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little Omaha and elsewhere, vs. C. & Q. 
Klamath Commercial Club Business Rock, Ark., for Mt. Olive Stave Co., et al. Potatoes. No. 9809; p. Bae 

ivers Men’s Assn. vs. Southern Pac. Class Batesville, Ark., vs. the Missouri Neola Elevator Co., Kansas City, vs. 

New and commodity. No. 9870; p. 906. Pacific et al. Oak heading. No. 9815; Mo. Pac. et al. Grain. No. 9740; p. 

No. King, Henry, & Co., Murfreesboro, vs. p. 538. r ia 138. 

N. & = L. et al. Citrus fruits. | Meridian (Miss.) Fertilizer Factory vs.| New ony ay Joint Traffic Bureau vs. 
ivers No. 9985, 1365. Brimstone R. R. and Canal Co. et al. Abilene & Sou. Ry. Co. et al. Sugar. 
New Koester & Wieners, New York, vs. N. Brimstone. No. 9851; p. 756. No. 9914; p. 908. 
uric Y. N. & H. Unreasonable demur- Meridian (Miss.) Fertilizer Factory vs. New England, proposed increases in. 

rage ees on heater storage cars Houston &_ Brazos Valley et al. No. 9953; 1068. 
ivers under national demurrage code. No. Brimstone. No. 9852; p. 756. New York ‘and New Jersey on Co., 

ew 9772, _ No. 1; p. 446. Michel, C. & J., Brewing Co, et al., La Inec., New York, vs. N. hs H. & 

t al. Koester & Wieners, New York, vs. N. Crosse, Wis., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. H. 'Potatoes. No. 9818; 539. 

¥ H. i =. ee No. 9818, Carbonated, non-alcoholic cereal bev- New York and New Jersey » Sa Co., 
dell, Sub. No. 1; erages. No. 9881; p. 906. Inc., vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. Same as 
Inc., Lake Charles Mua) Rice Milling Co. of | Michigan _ Ry. Co., Kalamazoo and foregoing. No. 9772, Sub. No. 3; p. 
& ®@. Louisiana vs. Southern Pacific et al. Grand Rapids, vs. Michigan Central. 446. 

9992, —— for rehearing. No. 9328; one a gs yt PB = “a ta ee oo quater on, ont <4 

Dp. ‘ ichigan Paper s Traffic Assn., i- ids, vs. N. ; um lumber o. 
Ydell, Lake Charles Rice’ Milling Co. of cago, vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Paper. 9938; p. 1068. 

Inc. Louisiana, Lake Charles, vs. Abilene No. 9987, p. 1365. Noble, Wm. K., Fort Wayne, Ind., vs. 
Tank = _ et al. Rice. No. 9922; Wane Sy.) aaa Qatar aa. L. & N. et al. Pine. No. 9837: p. 540. 

vs. L. - eta oa oO ; 

ceiv- on *S. I., Co., La Crosse, Wis., vs. 594. 3 gg Rae m4 a eed 

VS. Cc. M. & St. P. et al. Strawberries. Milk and ee Investigation. Peti- | Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Assn., 

huric No. 9792; p. 500. tion of the D. L for modifica- Brakesboro, Ky., vs. Ill. Cent. Coal 
Lancaster Ohio Leather Co. vs. P. C. C. tion of order. No. 8558; p. 498. car distribution. No. 9836; p. 540. 

Jdell, R. Co. et al. Scrap| Milk and Cream Investigation. Petition Orange Rice Mill Co., Orange, Tex., vs. 

Inc., leather. No. 9996. p. 1365. . of the Lehigh & Hudson for a modifi- Tex. & New Orleans et al. Rice. No. 
Ss. F. a a et 2. — wm Erie et — OF ee ae the orders 9765; p. 446. 

: al. amps. oO. ; D a erein. oO i 3 : i 

- Larrowe Milling Co., The, Detroit, Milk and oe Investigation. Petition = es yg a he ag No. oT: 
Cc. G. Mich., vs. Chatham, Wallaceburg & od on & New England for modi- p. 500 
cured ag mee Co. at at. Rg? et oe Feee. ticn Puttion Pacific Coast Steel Co., Seattle, Wash., 
finn., | Larrowe Milling Co., The, Detroit, of the B. & O. for rehearing and re- ie ae — > = eS = 

-_ lake’ Erie ge. ay 7 toe t S 1 wcll anh Cres tetas Petits 1124. tags Mca a 
nerce oan No. 9959, Sub: No. 13 gag of Hrie & Susquehanna Western for Poteeeh (iy) Beard of Zeede ont Oe 
st al. | Larrowe Milling Co., ‘The, Detroit, | modification of order. No. 8558: p.| Mop ‘heads. No. $860; p. 7560 tO 

Mich., Vs. . bg oy & A ag Peterson, Frank B., Co. Maan Francisco. 

No. pulp. ™ D. R. R., P. B. os WS. A TF. . F. Ry. Co. 
Lay, Charles, and Joseph Leigner, San- . a Ss. Aa pat the postponement nee as R . oe. am 
vs. L. dusky, O., and New York City, vs. ° ee ee ~~ ne ?” = and ik & Lemos a ok 
No. American Express Co. et al. Furnish- ween . Me. 8; p. 44 . Butter, eggs & cheese. No. 9856: p. 
ing own equipment. No. 9929; p. 1020. and Cream Investigation. Petition 756 ’ . . > PD. 

isiana Lewis Mears Company, Boston, Mass. * of New York, Ontario & Western for is - . ? 

> an vs. Cincinnati Northern R. R. Co. et modification of order. No. 8558; p. Philadelphia & Reading, applieation for 
's de- al. Butter, eggs, cheese. No. 9948, p. wonien mn ; modification of the Commission’s or- 
er Li same x. .@& Cc, I Ni York, Cent of Ga a gon un- .- “— a Pe d 

.& ippman, ne., New York, vs. ° ° ° c ’ ips Excelsior Co., trade name of 
- 1235. N. Y. N. H. & H.. Same as fore- -_ —_ — — and G. D. Andrews of Chattanooga, Tenn., 
ville, going. No. 9772, Sub. No. 2; p. 446. FR nes Ag A ag Bh ago vs. Tenn., Ala. & Ga. Cordwood. No. 
follow | Live Poultry and Dairy Shippers’ Traf-| 2 og a Oe Assn. vs. C. M. & 9821; p. 539. 
6. fic Assn., Berry W. Redfearn et al., St. P. Ry. Co. et al. Petition for re-] Pike County Coal Co. et al., Indianapo- 
aan vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Poultry and FR rnare gM =. — > 1364. lis, vs. Evansville & Indianapolis et 
st. L dairy products. No. 9848; p. 710. ee eS oe Co. et al. vs. St. al. Coal. No. 9863; p. 853. 
"gub. | Loret, Pegram & Co., El Paso, Tex., vs. Divlties, 4 } geared — engi, Co. oe _ Portland (Ore.) Traffic and Transporta- 
=. P. et al. Peaches. No. 9741; p. selena Bing - rates - Class tion Assn. and Portland rubber Mills 
ce vs. : ‘ ‘i t N 05 1 vs. Oregon-Washington R & Nav. 
mn of Loveland & Hinyan Co., Grand Rapids, rates. o. 9905, p. Co. et al. ‘Boot and shoe findings 
ones vs. D. & H. et al. Potatoes. No. Mer Pp Re D.) idtocery Co. =e. Cc. M. No. 9932; p. 1068. aad 
D. ~~. Lata D. Sa New Bern, N. C., vs. At- 9910; p. 908)” pies on . Sone Portland (Ore.) Traffic and Transporta- 
S eat — & "Carolina et al. Lumber. No. Montgomery a 4 Ce. ienene cay, — —- 9843: a ae. St. P. et al. 
. cL ee ; al. ur- 
_ Mo., | Lumbermian’s Assn. of Chicago ys, ann | , niture, No. $736.2 187. Og, | PeenndaGOree arame and, Transports: 
> 4y rbor et al. umber. Oo. : Bp ‘o., New Or- an Pacific 
amber. 1020. . - leans and, Savannah, ys, Central. of et al. Logging engines. No. 9807; p. 
diana — sia gaa en a > eg a>. Moore, Tia Sg Co., Mobile, vs.| Portsmouth (Va.) Assn. of Commerce 
. No. ber. No. 9737: p. 137. Mobile & Ohio et al. Staves and vs. & O. et al. logs and 
. of! 
ndiana Me ieht Be ene «+ Oa supe Eitenhans Cleitucmins Co., St B38 fore wregnass a 
ureau vs. Ga. u. a. - es . 
. No. Class and commodity. No. 9775; p. Louis, vs. I. C. et al. Ditching ma-| Potwood, Edward, vs. N. P. Ry. Co 
= i chinery. No. 9891; p. 907. Lease for siding. No. 9754; p. 306. 
“om Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce, Morris & Co., Oklahoma_ City, Okla., vs. Procter & | on ox ite. Nee Cincinnati, 

9896: Freight Bureau, vs. A. C. L. et al. St. Louis & San Francisco et al. Pea- vs. P. R. R. Co. al. Crushed 
. , Beans, peas, canned goods, flour in nut oil. No. 9768; p. 446. —— No. 9894; p. 907. 
ward, | S2¢k8 and dried fruits. No. 9861; p.| Moxley, Ww. “guliethe an SS? Be) Se 5 had 

P % r da . oe 

et al. § wartin, Andrew C., New York, vs. N. products. No. 9904; 908. p. 500. 

Falls Y. N. H. & H. Unjust and unreason- National Live Stock telemenme et al. of Radinsky, Abraham D., Denver, vs. C. 
i able demurrage charges on shipments Chicago, Ill., vs. Alabama & Missis- B. & Q. et al. Junk. No. 9975, p. 
a uct produce. on gM i. i “ At ~ RCo. et al. Live stock. No. - a. . - 

emphis eig: ureau for the Mem- ee ‘obacec R 
eau of phis Street Ry., vs. C. & O. et al. National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, Cc. & Ctewathen re ya 138. 
V. Va. gl railway transfer tickets. No. Ill., vs. Arizona & New Mexico Ry.| Romann & Bush Pig Iron and Coke Co. 
Class 9745; 138. Co. et al. Calves. No. 9920; Pp. 964. vs. L. & N. et al. Coke. No. 9744; 
020. Pn eH Freight Bureau, for Embrey | National Lumber Co., Andalusia, Ala., p. 188. 

Yes E. Anderson et al., vs. ‘Ala., Tenn. & vs. Ala., Fla. & Sou. et al. Lumber. Rowland Lumber Co. et al., Norfolk, 

vaittle. Nor. et al. Grains. No. 9748; p. 138. No. 9817; p. 539. ., and elsewhere. Lumber. No. 
Memphis Freight Bureau, for the Mem-| National Live Stock Shippers’ Protec- 9933; p.. 1068. 

iti, vs. phis St. Ry. Co., vs. ‘Ala. & Vicks- tive League, Chicago, vs. L. & N. et Rucker-Fuller Desk Co., San Francisco, 

. RR. & burg bg al. Transfer tickets. No. al. Cattle. No. 9986, p. 1365. vs. Southern Pacific et al. Steel 

». 9769; 9790; 500. National Petroleum Products Co. et al., caine and other furniture. No. 9847; 
Pt ied © Freight Bureau, for the Cres- a ey and other places, vs. A. TT" 710. 

. £. & cent Cotton Oil Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & Crude petroleum and dis- Ruddock- Orleans Cypeeme Co., New Or- 
| steel. & S. Petition for rehearing. No. Caxton * No. 9795; p. 500. leans, vs. A. S. F. et al. Cyp- 
7296; 540. National Pole Co., ae 4 Esca- ress lumber; No. 9902; p. 908. 

1 vs. Mercantile Lumber Co. et al. vs. Il. naba, Mich., vs. A. &S R. R. Russell, John, of Chicago, Ill., vs. D. L. 
9928; p. Cent. R. R: Co. et al. Pine lumber. et al. Gedar — and me &&, No. e. ‘et al. Peaches. No. 9825; p. 


Co. 
No. 9945, p. 1364. 9971, p. 123 
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San Antonio (Tex.) Freight Commission 
va, a. % @.&.. 2 . al. Glass and 
glassware. No. 9750; 138. 

San Antonio (Tex.) Freight Bureau vs. 
i £ N. et al. Structural iron. 
No. 900; p. 908. 

Sauer, The C. F., Co., vs. Ala. & Vicks- 
burg Ry. Co. et al. Flavoring ex- 
tracts. No. 9954, p. 1364. 

Schaefer, Chas., and Chas. Schaefer, 
Jr., New York, vs. Lehigh Valley. 
Hay. No. 9965, p. 1235. 

Sheboygan (Wis.) Association of Com- 
merce vs. C. & N. W. et al. Class 
and commodity. No. 9865; p. 906. 

Shereer-Gillette Co. et al., Grand Rap- 
ids, vs. B. & O. et al. Counters and 
shelving bases. No. 9939; p. 1068. 

Silk Association of America vs. P. R. R. 
Co. et al. Silk. No. 9919; p. 964. 

Sioux City (la.) Seed and Nursery Co. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Grass seed. 
No. 9867; p. 906. 

Smith, A. } Atlanta, doing business 
as the A. E. Smith Cotton Product 
Co., vs. L. & N. et al. Cotton. No. 
9773; p. 500. 

South St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange 
ve. B. & Q. Live stock. No. 9758; 
p. . 

South San Francisco Chamber of Com- 
merce, Sou San Francisco, Cal., vs. 
Sou. Pac. Switching charges. No. 
9906; p. 908. 

Southern Fertilizer & Chemical Co., Sa- 
vannah, Ga., vs. Ocean S. S. Co. of 
Savannah. Boots, shoes and scrap 
leather. No. 9983, p. 1365. 

Southwestern Millers’ League 2t al., vs 
Union Pac. et al. Petition for re- 
hearing. No. 8165; p. 756. 

Springfield (Minn.) Milling Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al. Flour and flour mill 
products. No. 9766; p .446. 

Springfield, Tenn., City of, et al. vs. L. 
& N. R. R. Coal. No. 9969, p. 1235. 


St. Ellen Coal Co. et al., East St, Louis, 
Ill., vs. St. Louis & Belleville Elec. 
Ry. Co. et al. Coal. No. 9980. p. 1365. 


St. Louis Elec. Terminal Ry. Co. et al. 
va..C. C. CK & St. I. Ry. Co. et al. 
Through routes and joint rates. No. 
9887, p. 1365. 

Standard Oil Co. of California, San 
Francisco, Cal., vs. A. T. be S. F. et 
al. Petroleum. No. 9838; p. 594. 

Stein & Co., Atlanta, vs. ie © b}* 
et al. Copper. No. 9866: p. 853. 

Stielow Bros. Co. et al., Niles Center, 
Ill., vs. C. & N. W. et al. Coal. No. 
9916; p. 962. 

Stimson, J. V., vs. Southern et al. Peti- 
tion for modification of order. No. 
8381; p. 498. 

Stokes, E. T., et al, Chicago and 
Evanston, Ill., vs. D. L. & W. et al. 
Coal. No. 9806; p. 538. 

Stokes, E. T., et al., Evanston, Ill., and 
elsewhere, vs. Pa. et al. Coal. No. 
9806, Sub. No. 1: p. 906. 

Stough, R. O., Fort Smith, Ark., vs. 
a. Cc. & Ry. Ca. et al. Sweet pota- 
toes. No. 9909; p. 908. 

Summerhays, J. W., & Sons Co. et al., 
Salt Lake, vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Dry and salted hides and pelts, etc. 
No. 9783; p. 500. 

Sunderland Bros. Co., Omaha, vs. C. & 
N. W. Ry. Co. et al. Building brick. 
No. 9957, p. 1124. 

Swaney, Ewing B., York Run, Pa., vs. 
B. & O. Coal. No. 9803; p. 538. 

Swift & Co. vs. New York Central. 
Frozen meats. No. 8915; p. 756. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, vs. San Antonio 
& Aransas Pass et al. Live poultry. 
No. 9782; p. 500. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, vs. A. T. & S 
et al. Dressed poultry, eggs and ta: 
ter. No. 9781; p. 500. 

Swift & Co., St. Louis, vs. Mo. Pac. 
Icing cars. No. 9976, p. 1235. 

Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. vs. 
Gulf, Colo. & Santa Fe etal. Cotton- 
seed cake and meal. No. 9856; p. 756. 

Tioga Tanning Co. of Garret Co., Md., 
Ottoway, Md., vs. Preston R. R. Co. 
Switching charges. No. 9974, p. 1235. 

Tobeman-Mackev & Co., St. Louis, vs. 
C. & E. I. R. R. Co. et al. Hay. No. 
9956, p. 1124. 

Toledo Commerce Club Traffic Bureau 
vs. Ann Arbor et al. Petition for 
seourumnent by the complainant. No. 


8277; p. 6. 
Trexler a Co., Allentown, Pa., vs 
a. da R. Co. et al. Yeilow pine 


lumber. No. 9921; p. 964. 

Union Traction Co., Parsons, Kan., vs. 
A. T. & 8S. F. et al. Through routes 
and joint rates. No. 9850; p. 756. 








Unionville R. R., application for modifi- 
cation of order in milk and cream in- 
vestigation case. No. 8558; p. 538. 

United States Gypsum Co., Ft. Dodge, 
Ia., vs. Fort Dodge, Des Moines & 
Southern R. R. Co. et al. Gypsum 
rock. No. 99938, p. 1365. 

Vulcanite Portland Cement Co. ei al. 
vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. Cement. 
No. 9095; p. 540. 

Waccaman Lumber Co., Bolton, N. C., 
vs. A. C. L. et al. Class and com- 
modity. No. 9802; p. 538. 

Walsh & Weidner Boiler Co. of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., vs. C. & O. et al. Fire 
brick. No. 9826; p. 540. 

Wausau Southern Lumber Co., Laurel, 
Miss., vs. C. & N. W. et al. Pine. 
No. 9767; p. 446. 

Weil, Simon, & Son, Lexington, Ky., vs. 
c.'M. & St. P. et ~ Stock cattle. 
No. 9764, Sub. No. 1; p. 446. 

West Virginia Rail Co., Huntington, W. 
Va., vs. Ill. Cent. R. Co. et al. 
_ iron and steel rails. No. 9733; p. 


92. 

West Virginia Rail Co., Huntington, 
vs. Southern et al. Scrap steel rails. 
No. 9749; p. 138. 

West Virginia Rail Co., Huntington, 
vs. B. & O. et al. Iron and steel. No. 
9784; p. 500. 

West Virginia Rail Co., Huntington, 
vs. Pa. et al. Scrap steel rails. No. 
9808; p. 538. 

Western Pacific R. R. Co., San Fran- 
cisco, vs. Southern Pacific et al. 
Divisions. No. 9842; p. 594. 

Western Pacific R. R. Co., San Fran- 
cisco, vs. Southern Pacific et al. 
Coal. No. 9840; p. 594. 

Wheeler Lumber, Bridge and Supply 
Co., Des Moines, Ia., vs. C. R. lL. & 
9 en: Co. et al. No. 9829; 

White, Pevey & Dexter et al. vs. C. 

I & P. Ry. Co. et al. Live pe 
No. 9898; p. 907. 

Wilke, August, Montgomery, Ala., vs. 
Cc. & A. R. R. Co. et al. Horses and 
mules. No. 9890; p. 907. 

Williston Mill Co., Williston, N. D., vs. 
Great Northern et al. Asks for re- 
hearing. No. 8814; p. 137. 

Wilson, John P., vs. Pa. R. R. Co. et 
al. Peaches. No. 9776; p. 500. 

Wilson & Co., of Chicago, Ill., vs. Ah-. 
napee & Western et al. Dressed 
poultry, butter, eggs, cheese, oleo- 
margarine, fresh meats, packing house 
products and other perishable prod- 
ucts. No. 9717; p. x 

Zelnicker, Walter A., wed Co., St. 
Louis, Mo., vs. N. Oo. N. BB. R. RK. 
et al. Old’ rails and euieees No. 
9832; p. 540. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. C. & N. W. et al. Old rails. 
No. 9988, p. 1365. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, Mo., vs. T. & _O. Central Ry. 
Co. et al. Old rails. No. 9915; p. 908. 


Lumber. 





Conference rulings; passes for families of 
railroad employes furloughed for war 
service, p. 304; No. 427, industrial 
switching tracks, modified, p. 304; rates 
for carrying property of express com- 
pany officers or employes, p. 304; No. 
474 amended, p. 90; No. 392 rescinded, 
p. 90; No. 546 rescinded, p. 90. 

Conger. L. R.; economy in telegraphing; 

529. 

Colne. G. C.; general traffic manager Buick 
Motor Co.; >; p. 903. 

Conservation of equipment; by E. C. 
Owens; p. 779. 

Containers, size of, fixed by Dept. of Agri- 
culture; p. 4 

Correspondence; railroad negligence in; 
pp. 662, 966. (See also editorial.) 

Cotton; New Orleans Cotton Exchange vs. 
L. & N.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 
924. 

Cotton; City of Memphis et al. vs. C. R. I. 
= P. et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 

197. 

Catton: Alabama railroad commission vs. 
C. of Ga. et al.; see decisions of I. C. 
C.; p. 262. 

Cotton; see Louisiana cotton; decisions 
ay. ¢.. €.: B. 226. 

= Compression; by F. C. Tipton; p. 
70 


Cream, express rates on; Golden & Co. 
vs. Adams Express et al.; see decisions 
otc. CG; p. es. 

Cummins, G. M.; traffic commissioner 
Davenport Commercial Club; p. 88. 

Cummins amendment to personnel bill; 
see personnel bill. 











Cummins amendment, second; affidavit 
by claimant; p. 1225. 

Customs broker; agent as; C. S. Emery 
& Co. vs. Boston & Maine; see deci- 
sions of I. C. C.; p. 1191. 

Damages, measure of; Spiller vs. A. T. 
& S. 4 (Fed. Ct.); p. 1166. 

Daspit, F.; traffic manager Shreveport 
Ghessier of Commerce; p. 533. 

Davis, E. F.; incompetent railroad help; 
Pp. 

Davis, Ww. A.; classification of bad order 
cars; p. 959. 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COM.- 
MERCE COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are 
indexed by title where there is a com- 
plainant. Where there is none they are 
indexed by the commodity or subject 
affected. The decisions are also indexed 
by the latter method in the regular alpha- 
betical list.) 


Abel & Roberts vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
8703; also Sub. Nos. 1 to 3; chatts 
(46 I. C. C., 301-302). Aug. 18; p. 355. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. T. & 


S. F. et al.; case 8877; mining mate- 
mg (45 I. C. C., 551-554). July 28; 
p. 


Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; case 8297; also 8386 (47 I. C. 
C., 1-5). Defendants’ carload rates 
on gypsum hollow building tile from 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to points on and 
east of the Mississippi River and on 
and north of the Ohio River as far 
east as the eastern boundary of Cen- 
tral Freight Association territory, 
found to subject complainants and 
their traffic to undue prejudice and 
disadvantage and to give to the con- 
temporaneous shippers of clay hollow 
building tile and their traffic, between 
the same points, an undue preference 
and advantage. These cases will be 
held open on the question of damage 
and the claim of - award of repara- 
tion. Nov. 3, p. 

Advance Lumber Co. vs. Southern; 
parts of fourth sect. app. 1548; lum- 
tin (47 I. C. C., 237-238). Dec. 8, p. 

Acme Steel Goods Co. vs. A. T. & S 
et al.; case 9056; wood at AA Tb 
(47-1. C. C., 18- -19). Nov. 3, p. 939. 

Advanced rate case; see fifteen per 
cent case. 

Etna Portland Cement Co. vs. D. G. 
(1H. & M. et al; case 8744; coal (46 I. 
C. C., 407-409). Aug. 18; p. 356. 

Alabama Packing Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. 
et al; case 8901; switching re i. €. 
C., 335-342). Aug. 11; p. 310. 

Alabama Railroad Commission va. ©. of 


Alexander Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Pere 
Marquette et al.; case 8585; lumber 
(47 I. C. C., 69-70). Nov. 3, p. 940. 
Ga. et al; case 1931; also case 1393, 
Commercial and Industrial Assn. of 
Union Springs vs. Same (45 I. C. C., 
516-522). The rates, regulations and 
practices governing the transporta- 
tion, including compression in tran- 
sit, of cotton from points in Alabama 
to interstate destinations, not found 
to be unjust and unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful; and the discrimi- 
natiton complained of against Union 
Springs, Ala., found to have been re- 
moved by the action of carriers in 
providing for the concentration and 
compression of cotton at that point 
upon the same terms as at other 
concentration and compression points 
in Alabama. Complains dismissed. 
Aug. 4; p. 262. 

Allentown Portland Cement Co. et al. 
vs. Merchants’ and Miners’ Transpor- 
tation Co. et al; case 9094; cement 
= I. C. C.,. 492-494). Aug. 18; p. 

American Sumatra Tobacco Co. vs. N. 
; ee SS H. et al.; case 8774; 
cheesecloth iar 1... ©. 243- 245). Dec. 
8, p. 1200. 

American Bridge Co. vs. N. & W. et 
BL: —— an bridge builders’ outfit 
(47 I. C. C.,° 235-236). Dec. 8, p. 1199. 

Andersch Bros. et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 9198; hides (46 I. C. C.,, 
403-404). Aug. 18; p. 356. 

Anderson-Therbald Co. vs. Vandalia et 
al.; case 8743; sand and gravel (46 
I. C. C., 412-414). Aug. 11; p. 314. 

Arizona Corporation Commission vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 7915; ore and 
concentrates (46 I. C. C., 297-298). 
Aug. 18; p. 355. : 
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Arizona Corporation Commission vs. A. 


the purejudice and disadvantage of 





shipper’s right and a carrier’s duty. 


T. & S. F. et al.; passenger fares; Buffalo. (2) The maintenance of ex- (2) Tariff items providing free time 
omery case 8815 (45 I. C. C., 436-443). July rail reshipping rates on domestic and for unloading, and demurrage charges 
deci- Sis im. 214. export grain from Chicago to the for further detention of, a car for that 

Arlington Cotton Oil Co. vs. Central of Atlantic seaboard and interior points purpose, do not embrace the use of 

A. T. Ga. et al.; case 8807; portions of in the same general territory, when the carrier’s equipment and station 
fourth section applications 972, 1530, rates the same in kind are not con- grounds as a place where the _car- 

report 1573, 1952, 2379, 3692 (45 I. C. C., 188- temporaneously maintained from Buf- load shipper may transact business 

190). (1) Present rates on coal in falo to the same territory, found to with the public for his own profit. 
help; carloads from certain points in ‘Ala- be unduly preferential of Chicago to (3) The business of a carrier is trans- 

bama and Kentucky to Arlington, Ga., the undue prejudice and disadvan- portation, and its property may not 
order not shown to be unreasonable or un- tage of Buffalo. (3) The defendants’ be subjected against its will to a use 

duly prejudicial. Complaint dismissed. refusal to accord transit service for not connected with transportation, 

(2) Fourth section relief denied. July the same charge at points east of (4) Discrimination in according or 
COM- ; mo. Buffalo on grain moving from Buffalo withholding a car-peddling privilege 

Arlington Heights Fruit Ex@hange et as they accord at the same points on condemned and a distinction made 

al. vs. S. P. et al.; case 3000 (45 I. grain from Chicago, Toledo, Detroit, between car peddling and consolidated 

yn are C. C., 248-253). Finding in Arlington Cleveland and Sandusky found to be shipments to agents of granges and 

com- Heights Fruit Exchange vs. S. P. Co., unduly prejudicial of Buffalo. (4) other farmer organizations. July 28; 
yy are 39 I. C. C. 88, that reparation be de- The defendants required to submit for p. 169. 

ubject nied on_ pre-cooled and_. pre-iced examination and approval a schedule Cement to Nebraska (No. 2); I. and S. 

dexed oranges transported from California of ex-rail reshipping rates on domes- 1098 and fifteenth sect. app. 101 (47 

alpha- originating points to destinations in tic and export grain from Buffalo; I. C. C., 160-161). Dec. 1, p. 1144. - 

other states and in Canada, reaffirmed also a schedule of amended transit C. F. A. class scale case; Il. and S. 965 

on reargument. July 28; p. 166. services and charges free from the (45 I. C. C., 254-302). Proposed new 
a Atlantic Lumber Co. vs. T. & O. C. et inequalities herein found to exist. system of class and commodity rates 
omatts al.; case 9031 (46 I. C. C., 368-370). Sept. 15; p. 555. in central freight association territory 
p,_ 355. Failure of defendants to stop at]| Burns, J. C., et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; found not justified, but a _ modifica- 
T. & Charleston, W. Va., for milling, a case 8816; bananas (45 I. C. C., 217- tion thereof suggested. Suspended 
mate- carload of lumber from Quick, W. 219). July 7; p. 11. schedules required to be canceled. 
ly 28; Va., to Buffalo, N. Y., found to have Burritt, A. W., Co. vs. Canadian Pa- July 14; p. 57. . 
Cc. & resulted in damage to complainant. cific et al.; case 8946; lumber (45 I. C. F. A. class scale case; I. and S. 965; 
ILC Reparation awarded. Aug. 4; p. 255. Cc. C., 195-196). July 7; p. 10. fourth section applications 2072 and 

ates Austin Powder Co. vs. W. & L. E. et Bushnell, A., vs. St. L. & S. F. et al.; 10800 (46 I. C. C., 475-476). Aug. 4; 
pom al.; case 8988; powder (45 I. C. C., case 8890; piling (46 I. C. C., 445- p. 256. ; f 
Rye 199-200). July 7; p. 10. 446). Aug. 18; p. 358. Cc. F. A. territory milk and cream 
nd on Ayer & Lord Tie Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et Cairo Boara of Trade vs. C. C. C. & St. rates; case 8558; also other cases 
ns far al.; case 8980; cross-ties (46 I. C. C., L. et al.; case 9365 (46 I. C. C., 3438- (46 I. C. C., 601-621). Rates for the 
Cen- 305-306). Aug. 11.; p. 309. 351) Upon complaint that the rates interstate transportation of milk, 
ritory Barker, W. H., Agency Co. vs. Kent- on grain and grain products from skim milk, buttermilk, cream, con- 
3 and wood & Eastern et al.; case 8751; Cairo, Ill., to points in Trunk Line densed milk, evaporated milk and 
e and parts of fourth section application and New England territories are un- certain other commodities in milk 
> con- 2045 (46 I. C. C., 523-526). (1) Rates just and unreasonable and unduly cans between points in central freight 
hollow on turpentine and rosin in carloads prejudicial to Cairo and _ unjustly association territory and from_cer- 
tween from stations of the Kentwood & preferential of Chicago, Peoria, St. tain points south ‘of the Ohio River 
erence Eastern Ry. to St. Paul and Minne- Louis and other points from which to Cincinnati, Ohio, found to be un- 
vill be apolis, Minn., found unreasonable and reshipping rates are published; Held: reasonable. Reasonable rates pre- 
amage unduly prejudicial. Reasonable rates (1) Such rates are not.shown to be scribed as maxima for the future. 
2para- prescribed for the future. Reparation unjust. and unreasonable on grain Sept. 15; p. 562. 

awarded. (2) Fourth section relief from Cailro proper. (2) The mainte- Charleston & Norfolk S. S. Co.; 
thern; denied. Sept. 1: p. 458. nance of reshipping rates from Chi- 9224; same vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
lum- Barrett Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; cago, Peoria and East St. Louis, IIl., 8081; joint rates with boat line (47 
| = oi case 8334; coal tar and coal tar pitch and from St. Louis, Hannibal and I. C. C., 365-371). Dec. 29, p. 1377. 

(47 I. C. C., 27-31). No. 3, p. 939. Louisiana, Mo., but not from Cairo, Chicago Bridge & Iron Co. vs. Erie et 
S. F Bayway Chemical Co. vs. C. R. R. of Ill., is unduly prejudicial to Cairo al.; case 8758 (46 I. C. C., 641-644); 
teners N. J. et al.; case 8921; naphtha (46 and unjustly preferential of compet- Held, Unduly prejudicial to complain- 
939. I. C. C.. 424-426). Aug. 11: p. 314. ing markets. The unlawful prejudice ant and its traffic for defendants to 
n per Beall & Co. et al. vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. and disadvantage required to be re- deny fabrication-in-transit service at 

& Nav. Co. et al.; case 8072; tar heat- moved by the publication of reship- Greenville, Pa., on carload shipments 
o. G ing plant (47 I. C. C., 474). Dec. 29, ping rates from Cairo to the destina- of certain iron and steel articles there 
(46 I p. 1378. tions involved not more than 1 cent fabricated into material for the con- 
5. Beaumont Timber Co., Ltd., vs. I. & G. higher than the reshipping rates con- struction of towers, tanks, standpipes, 
. Gg. S. N. et al.; case 8691; lumber (46 I. C. temporaneously maintained from St. steel riveted pipes and smokestacks, 
> *— 4 C., 410-411). Aug. 11; p. 314. Louis to the same destinations. Aug. while contemporaneously according 

Best-Clymer Mfg. Co. vs. Ark. Cent. et 11; p. 311. such service under tariffs to which 
_ Cc. of al.; case 9072; sorghum cane (45 I. California Pine Box & Lumber Co. et al. defendants are parties on carload 
Pere C. C., 220-221). July 7; p. 11. vs. S. P. et al.; case 9460; also other shipments of similar iron and steel 
umber Bituminous coal to C. F. A. territory; cases (47 I. C. C., 372-379). Charges articles fabricated at other points for 
940 I, and S. 774 (46 I. C. C., 66-158). collected on shipments of box shooks use in the construction of bridges or 
ss 1393 July 28: p. 177. and box material in carloads, which buildings. Reparation denied. Sept. 
sn. of — re Mea, Bg «nig =o. ~" moved from southern Oregon mills to 29; p. 681. 
- €U al.; Case ; dive stock tee oints in California between certain 

Lie and poultry feed (47 I. C. C., 10-11). Gates in 1914 and 1915, found to have | Chicago Portland Cement Co, po 
porta- Nov. 3, p. 938. been unduly prejudicial and to have ings (45 1. C. C 477-478) Julv 28: 
tran- ar age Be ge ae & eM. W.; damaged complainants to the extent po i689 51. Cc. C, . p ; 
abama gg? gaa = 035 (46 I. C. that they exceeded charges based On| Gass rates: see C. F. A. class scale 
found ees - Aug. 18; p. 358. rates subsequently established. Repa- a 55 
sie oF Boardman, W. F., Co. et al. vs. A. T. ration awarded. Dec. 15, p. 1270. our a = ap i einai 933 
;crimi- & S. F. et al.; case 5585; gas cooking] Campbell & Cleaver vs. St. L. & S. F.| Goal: see bitamineus coal to C. B.A: 
Union oe (46 I. C. C., 352-354). Aug. 4; et al.; case 9047; cotton (47 I. C. C., rm a en: ee a eee 
: - Pp. 400. 8-9). Nov. 3, p. 938. Rage hee9 : . 
en re 
md in Boat line control; Direct Navigation| Cape Girardeau Portland Cement Co. vs. ; ogg a ee, tt SS 
n and Co.; application of S. P. and Morgan’s St. L. & S. F. et al.; case 7109, sub. 1035 (46 I. Cc. C ° 450) ’ Aug 11: D. 
. point La. & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. under 1; cement (47 I. C. C., 204-208). Dec. 314 roe eae . i isa gibt oe 
other Panama_ canal act; case 6633 (46 I. 8, p. 1193. Coal to South Dakota; in re rates on 
points C. C., 378-382). Aug. 11; p. 309. Canned goods from San Francisco; I. coal, carload, from points in Wyoming 
nissed Boat line ownership; see Southern Pa- and S. 1084 (47 I. C. C., 285-286). Dec. and Montana to points in South Da- 

cifiic Co.’s ownership of Atlantic S. S. 22, p. 1321. kota; case 5622 (46 I. C. C., 628-640). 
et al. lines; p. 173. Carey, Clarence F., vs. N. P. et al; case (1) Rates on coal from mines in the 
nspor- Booth Fisheries Co. vs. American Ex- 8984; cedar posts (46 I..C. C., 372). state of Wyoming to certain destina- 
cement press Co. et al.; case 8835; fish (45 Aug. 18; p. 355. tions in the state of South Dakota on 
18; p I. C. C., 363). Aug. 4; p. 245. Carlowitz & Co. vs. Canadian Pacific the lines of the Chicago & North 

Bowling, G. F., vs. M. K. & T. of Tex. et al.; case 8540; powdered egg yolk, Western Railway and the Chicago, 
vs. N et al.; case 8840; cook shack and con- ete. (46 I. C. C., 290-292). Aug. 11; Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway east 
» 8774; tents (45 I. C. C., 473-474). July 28; p. 309. of Rapid City and Miles City, found 
. Dec p. 169. Car peddling case, the; Nebraska State to be unreasonable and unduly preju- 

Brown, George C., & Co. vs. Southern Grange et al. vs. . P. et al.; case dicial, as compared with the rates 
Ww. et et al.; case 8487; cedar lumber (46 $092 (45 I. C. C., 494-504). (1) The voluntarily maintained by the defend- 
outfit I. C. C., 536-540). Aug. 25; p. 418. view that the use by a shipper of a ants to substantially equidistant 
>. 1199 Buffaio grain cases; Buffalo Chamber car on the carrier’s tracks at desti- points in Nebraska. (2) Through 
N. W. of Commerce et al. vs. Buffalo Creek nation as a place for peddling or rates, joint or local, to all points in 
Cc. C. R. R. Co, et al., case 7187; and same vending to the public the carload South Dakota on the Chicago & North 

vs. B. & O. et al., case 7187 (46 I. shipment arriving in it as a service Western Railway and the Chicago 
alia et C. C., 570-584). (1) Ex-lake rates on of transportation has no sanction at Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway to 
vel (46 grain and grain products, domestic common law or in the Act to regu- which through routes are open, should 
314. and export, from Buffalo to the At- late commerce; and the mere tolera- be established by the Chicago Bur- 
vs. A lantic seaboard and interior points in tion by certain carriers through a lington & Quincy Railroad Company 
re and the same general territory, not found period of years of such use of their from mines at Sheridan and Kirby, 
97-298) to be either intrinsically unreasonable property affords no basis for a ruling by the Chicago & North Western 


or unduly preferential of Chicago to 


that the practice has grown into a 


Railway Company from mines at 
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Hudson and Glenrock, by the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company from mines 
at Rock Springs and Hanna, and by 
the Oregon Short Line Railroad Com- 
pany from its mines at Cumberland, 
and such through rates should more 
nearly approximate the joint and local 
rates published by these same car- 
riers from the same mines to points 
substantially equidistant in Nebraska 
and other states. (3) The rates on 
coal from Glenrock to destinations in 
South Dakota should be on a basis 
not less than 50 cents lower than the 
rates from Hudson to the same des- 
tinations, and the rates from Hanna 
to South Dakota destinations should 
be on a basis not less than 50 cents 
lower than the rates from Rock 
Springs to the same destinations. 
Sept. 22; p. 611. 


Coca-Cola Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al; 
case 9125 (45 I. C. C., 461-464). West- 
ern Classification rating on Coca-Cola 
syrup in less than carloads, increased 
from fourth class to second class on 
Oct. 15, 1915, found not justified on 
shipments in bulk in barrels or kegs. 
Third-class rating prescribed for the 
future and reparation awarded on 
past shipments. Increased ratings on 
shipments in other containers found 
justified. July 28; p. 196. 


Columbian Iron Works vs. Southern et 
al.; case 9144; cast-iron service 
a (45 I. C. C., 173-174). July 7; 
p. 9 

Columbia Transfer Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; 
case 8951; designation of off-track 
station (46 I. C. C., 371-372). Aug. 
18; p. 355. 

Continental Can Co. vs. Atlantic City 
et al.; case 9181; tin sane 7 t. Cc. C.. 
82-83). Nov. 3, p. 941 


Coulbourn, G. E., et al. vs. N. Y. & 
N. et ai.; : case 9038; parts of tour 
sect. aps. 703, 928, 1074, 1548, 1561, 
1573, ss, lumber (47 Lc. c., 54-57). 
Nov 3, p. 940. 

Creamery Package Mfg. Co. vs. K. C. 
et al.; case 9202; egg case fillers i 
I. C. C., 84). Nov. 3, p. 941. 


Creamery Package Mfg. = vs St. L. 
& S. F. et al.; case 8902; wooden 
hoops (46 I. C. C., 303-304). Aug. 4; 
p. 255. 

Crown Cork & Seal Co. vs. P. R. R. et 
al.; case 8654; bottle openers (46 I. 
Cc. C., 415-418). Aug. 18; p. 356. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. S. P. 
et al.; cases 8355 and 9073; parts of 
fourth sect. aps. 349, 703, 1296, = 
1548, 2045; wrapping paper (47 I. Cc. 
C., 44-48). Nov. 10, p. 977. 

Cumberland Transportation Co. vs. C. 
N. O. & T. P. et al.; joint rates with 
boat line; case 7704 (45 I. C. C., 444- 
447). July 28; p. 168. 

Curtis & Yale Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 9266; sash and doors (47 
I. c. C., 12-13). Nov. 3, p. 938. 

Cutler-Magner Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. 
Ste. Marie et al.; case 9319; salt (47 
I. C. C., 249-250). Dec. 22, p. 1321. 

Dallas Cooperage & Woodenware Co. 
vs. G. C. & S. F. et al.; case 8636; 
slake barrels (45 I. C. C., 468-470). 
July 28, p. 169. 

Daugherty, McKey & Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case §621; molding and lumber 
(45 I. C. C., 535-536). July 28; p. 175. 

Davidson Grocery Co. et al. vs. Butte, 
Anaconda & Pacific et al.; case 8178; 
canned goods (46 I. C. C., 447-449). 
Aug. 11; p. 314. 

Davis Bros. Lumber Co. vs. C. R. IL & 
P. et al.; case 3878; lumber (46 I. C. 
C., 501-505). Aug. 18; p. 362. 

D. L. & W. Coal Co. vs. D. L. & W.; 
case 8867 (46 I. C. C., 506-510). Where 
a wide read ustment, involving both 
increases an reductions, results from 
an investigation of a general rate 
structure and it appears that sub- 
stantial justice would not be advanced 
by an award of reparation, the Com- 
mission in many cases has denied 
such claims. Applying that principle 
to the facts shown of record here, and 
giving due consideration also to the 
relationship between the complainant 
and the defendant as disclosed by the 
evidence, reparation is denied on the 
complainant’s shipments of anthracite 
coal from the Wyoming fields, in the 
state of Pennsylvania, to tidewater 
and other points, and the complaint 

is dismissed. Aug. 25; p. 409. 


Dewey, F. 


Dietly, P. W., vs. N. Y. 
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Detroit Coal Co. et al. vs. Mich. Cent.; 


case 7760; coal reconsigning (46 I. 
C. C., 231-235). Aug. 11; p. 308. 


Dewey "Bros. Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. 


et al.; case 7045; also cases 7170 and 
7170, Sub. Nos. 1 and 2, and fourth 
section applications 1561 and 2069 (46 
I. C. C., 388-396). (1) Former deci- 
sion prescribing reasonable maximum 
rates of 15.4 cents and 14.9 cents per 
100 pounds on grain products from 
Trebein and Leesburg, Ohio, respect- 
ively, to points on the Norfolk & 
Western Ry. between Kenova, W. 
Va., and Roanoke, Va., affirmed on 
rehearing. (2) The maintenance of 
rates on classes and commodities 
from Central Freight Association ter- 
ritory to Salem, Va., and points east 
thereof on the Norfolk & Western 
Ry. lower than to intermediate points 
found not justified. Aug. 11; p. 316. 
S., vs. C. M. & St. P.; case 
9240; timothy seed and flaxseed (47 
I. C. C., 32-33). Nov. 3, p. 939. 

C. et al.; case 
8973; steam rollers (46 I. C. C., 317- 
319). Aug. 11; p. 310. 


Dimmitt-Caudle-Smith Live Stock Com- 


mission Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9131 (47 I. C. C., 287-322). 
(1) Rates on live stock in carloads 
from points in the state of Missouri 
to east St. Louis and National Stock 
Yards, Ill., found to be unjust and 
unreasonable in so far as they exceed 
the scale of maximum rates pre- 
scribed herein. (2) The present rela- 
tion of the interstate rates to East 
St. Louis and National Stock Yards, 
on the one hand, and the intrastate 
rates to St. Louis, on the other, found 
to subject East St. Louis and Na- 
tional Stock Yards to undue prejudice 
and disadvantage in favor of St. 
Louis. (3) The application of a differ- 
ent rule governing the return trans- 
portation of caretakers in connection 
with the intrastate rates to St. Louis 
than in connection with the interstate 
rates to East St. Louis and National 
Stock Yards found to subject East St. 
Louis and National Stock Yards to 
undue prejudice and disadvantage. 
(4) Defendants ordered to establish 
just and reasonable rates prescribed 
as maxima to East St. Louis and Na- 
tional Stock Yards, and to cease and 
desist from subjecting said points to 
the undue prejudice and disadvantage 
in favor of St. Louis. Dec. 15, p. 1259. 


Dulweber, John, Co. vs. Y. & M. V. et 


al.; case 8868; second-hand sawmill 
machinery (45 I. C. C., 549-550). Aug. 
4; p. 247. 


Duluth case, second; Duluth Commer- 


cial Club et al. vs. P. Co. et al; case 
8628; parts of fourth section appli- 
cations 938, 1563, 1565, 1572, 1773, 1777, 
1787, 2151, 2060, 2139, 4303 (46 I. C. C., 
585-594). Upon complaint that the 
rail-and-lake class and commodity 
rates to Duluth from all points in 
Trunk Line territory and from all 
points in Central Freight Association 
territory are unjust and unreasonable 
and unduly discriminatory and preju- 
dicial of the locality of Duluth and 
to shippers thereat; Held: (1) Such 
rates are not shown to have been or. 
to be unjust and unreasonable. (2) 
Such rates from certain points in 
Trunk Line territory that are higher 
than the rates from the same points 
to Chicago found to be unduly preju- 
dicial of Duluth and unjustly prefer- 
ential to Chicago. (3) Class differen- 
tials in the rates to Duluth under 
rates to the twin cities of St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, heretofore found 
reasonable and now observed, are on 
the six classes in cents per 100 
pounds 21, 18, 13, 8, 7 and 5. Com- 
modity rail-and-lake rates to Duluth 
in excess of rates obtained by de- 
ducting the class differential of the 
classification of such commodity from 
the contemporaneously named rates 
to the twin cities found to be unduly 
prejudicial of Duluth and preferential 
to the twin cities. (4) Reparation 
denied. (5) Applications for author- 
ity to continue to charge for the 
transportation of all freight from 
points of origin in Official Classifica- 
tion territory to Minneapolis, Minn., 
and St. Paul, Minn., and points tak- 
ing the same rates, over rail-and- 
lake, lake-rail-and-lake, and _ lake- 
and-rail routes through Lake Superior 


Du Pont, E. 


Famechon, 





or Lake Michigan ports, class and 
commodity rates which are lower 
than the rates contemporaneously 
maintained on like traffic to interme- 
diate points over the same routes and 
through the same ports, granted in 
part, denied in part, and in part re- 
served for weed consideration. 
Sept. 15; p. 559 


Du’ Pont, ‘ ~~ “De Nemours Powder 


Co. vs. P. R. Co. et al.; case 9011; 
—_! (46 I. « C., 363- 364). Aug. 
p 


Du Pont, &. I., De Nemours Powder 


Co. vs. P. B. ‘& W. et al.; case 9173; 
slag d he (45 I. C. C., 479-480). 
July 169. 


Du Pont, i) I. de Nemours, Powder 


Co. vs. R. R. et al.; case 9171; cot- 
ton Rehiew sweepings (47 I. G ¢., 


224). Dec. ss ae p. 1253. 
a Nemours, Powder 


Co. vs. H. a's V. et al.; case 9277; 
sulphur (47 I. Bo. C., 221-222). Dec: 
15, p. 1263. 


Bagle Pass Lumber Co. vs. G. H. & S. 


A. et al.; case 9159 (47 I. C. C., 219- 
220). (1) Rate on iron pipe, pipe fit- 
tings and boiler tubes in carloads 
from New York, N. Y., to Eagle Pass, 
Tex., found to have been legally ap- 
plicable and not shown to have been 
unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. (2) 
Carriers’ failure to complete a trans- 
portation service contracted for is not 
a basis for an award of reparation 
under the Act to regulate commerce. 
Dec. 15, p. 1253. 


Earle Fruit Co. vs. Oregon Pg Line 


et al.; case 8981 (46 I. C. 510-512). 
Rates on fresh prunes . carloads 
shipped from Emmett, Idaho, to Chi- 
cago, Ill., and reconsigned to Liberal, 
Kan., and subsequently reconsigned 
to Greensburg, Kan., and later to 
Pratt, Kan., found to have been un- 
reasonable. Reparation awarded. 
Sept. 8; p. 


Emery, c. S., & Co. vs. Boston & Maine; 


case 8325 (47 I. C. C., 200-203). De- 
fendant’s practice of ‘‘expensing for- 
ward’ customs duties and brokerage 
fees on shipments imported from Can- 


' ada through Newport, Vt., when its 


agent at Newport acts as the customs 
broker, and refusing to ‘expense 
forward” customs duties and broker- 
age fees on shipments handled by 
other customs brokers found unduly 
preferential to shippers who employ 
the railroad agent as their customs 
get Reparation denied. Dec. 8, 


Empty carrier pines I. and S.. 1007 


a4 ik Cc... 20-522). Proposed 
change in the Western Classification 
ratings on drums used in the trans- 
portation of ammonia, glycerine, tar 
oil, cottonseed oil and olive oil found 
justified and orders of suspension va- 
eated. Sept. 1; p. 457 


Ewing, C. F.,, &*Co., Ltd., vs. Oregon 


Short Line et al.; case 9015; cedar 
ag (46 I. C. C., 488-491). Aug. 18; 
p 


Export freight free time; I. and S. 1010 


(47 I. C. C., 162-199). (1) Respon- 
dents having failed to justify the 
proposed reduction from 15 to 5 days 
in the free time allowed on export 
traffic at the north Atlantic ports; 
and from 10 to 5 days at the gulf 
ports, schedules under suspension re- 
quired to be canceled; without preju- 
dice to the filing of new schedules 
providing for not less than 10 days’ 
free time at the north Atlantic ports, 
and not less than 7 days at the gulf 
ports, which periods are found to be 
reasonable under existing conditions. 
(2) Proposed reduction from 10 to 5 
days in the free time applicable to 
bunker coal at the ports of New Or- 
leans, Mobile and Pensacola, found to 
have been justified. Dec. 1, p. 1144. 
I. Cc. Co. vs. @ B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9032; potatoes (45 I. C. C., 
598-600). Aug. 11; p. 308. 


Fargo Iron & Metal Co. vs. G. N.; case 


9049; junk (46 I. C. C., 399-400). Aug. 
18; p. 356. 


Farmers’ Elevator an of Vermilion, 


S. D., vs. C. M. & St. P.; case 9399; 
also other cases (47 I. C. C., 475-482). 
Upon complaints that the ‘defendant 
unjustly discriminated against com- 
plainants in favor of their competi- 
tors in the distribution of available 
ears for shipments of grain to vari- 
ous interstate markets from Vermil- 
ion, Burbank, Canton, Howard, Jeffer- 
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son and Dell Rapids, S. D., during the 
fall and winter of 1916-17; Held, That 
the distribution of cars by rotation 
unduiy prejudiced complainants and 
unduly preferred their competitors. 
Defendant required to publish and ob- 
~_ * oor distribution rules. Dec. 22, 
Pp. . 

Farmers’ Elevator and Mercantile Co. 
vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 8376; part of 
fourth sect. ap. 4220; coal (47 I. C. C., 
25-26). Nov. 3, p. 939. 

Federal Bridge Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 8638; amusement device (45 
I. C. C., 537-538). July 28; p. 175. 

Fifteen per cent case; proposed in- 
creases in freight rates in eastern, 
western and southern territories; ex- 
parte No. 57 (45 I. C. C., 303-355). 
Daily Traffic World, July 2, and 
Traffic World, July 14; p. 70. 

Fischer Lime & Cement Co., Inc., vs. 
Southern et al.; case 9139; cement and 
ay ig I. C. C., 488-491). Aug. 18; 
Pp. ; 

Flanley Grain Co. et al. vs. G. N. et al.; 
case 8888; corn (47 I. C. C., 74-75). 
Nov. 3, p. 940. 

Flour storage; I. and S. 970 (46 I. C. C., 
295-296). Aug. 4; p. 255. . 

Florence Wagon Works vs. L. & N. et 
al.; case 9195; portions of fourth sec- 
tion applications 1952 and 2060; iron 
castings, etc. (46 I. C. C., 373-374). 
Aug. 18; p. 355. 

Galion Iron Works and Manufacturing 
Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 9489 
(47 I. C. C., 136-140). (1) Rate of 
$1.95 per ton on coke from the Con- 
nellisville, Pa., and Fairmont, W. Va., 
regions to Bucyrus, Crestline, Galion 
and Marion, all in the state of Ohio, 
not found to be unreasonable or un- 
duly preferential or prejudicial. (2) 
Mere distance comparisons of the 
nearer points in the complaining 
group with specific points in lower 
rated groups, without reference to the 
group adjustment as a whole, held not 
to warrant the making of another 
group to include the complaining 
points. (3) Carriers’ attention called 
to a fourth section departure occur- 
ring in connection with a route which 
is not used by the carriers, but which 
is available under their joint tariff. 
Complant dismissed. Dec. 1, p. 1137. 

Gamble-Robinson Fruit Co. vs. S. P 


et al.; case 9187; lemons (45 I. C. c., 
6 


578-580). July 28; p. 176. 

Garland Nut & Rivet Co. vs. P. & L. E. 
et al.; case 8646; rivets (45 I. C. C., 
593-594). July 28; p. 176. 

Gas & Electric Appliance Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 8474; steam radia- 
tors (46 I. C. C., 440-442). Aug. 18; 
.p. 358. 

German American Sugar Co. vs. Cin. 
Northern et al.; case 9022; limestone 
(45 I. C. C., 475-476). July 28; p. 169. 


Globe Grain and Milling Co. vs. Los 
Angeles & Salt Lake; case 9563; wheat 
(46 I. C. C., 645-646). Oct. 20, p. 817. 


Golden & Co. vs. Adams Express Co. 
et al.; case 7654 (46 I. C. C., 541-546). 
Rates for the interstate transporta- 
tion of shipments of cream by express 
to Washington, D. C., from points 
within 500 miles thereof found to be 
unreasonable. Reasonable rates pre- 
scribed as’ maxima’ for the futuure. 
Sept. 15; p. 553. 

Goodner-Malone Co. et al. vs. M. O. & 
G. et al.; case 8397; also case 8666; 
portions of fourth section applications 
699 and 702; cranberries (45 I. C. C., 
531-534). Aug. 4; p. 246. 

Grain transit at Michigan stations; I. 
and S. 1013 (47 I. C. C., 104-108). 
Dec. 1, p. 1137. 

Graustein, Ida S., vs. Boston & Maine 
et al.; case 7788 (45 I. C. C., 393- 
407). Reparation awarded for viola- 
tions of the provisions of the act by 
the Boston & Maine R. R. and Rut- 
land Company with respect to rates 
charged, train service and equipment 
furnished for transportation of milk 
in carloads from points in Vermont 
to Boston, Mass. July 28; p. 178. 
Aug. 4; p. 229. 

Graves Bros. Co. vs. Apalachicola 
Northern et al.; case 8720; lumber 
{ I. C. C., 470-472). July 28; p. 

Gray, C. L., Lumber Co. vs. M. & O. 
et al.; case 9017; lumber (47 I. C. C., 
20-21). Nov. 3, p. 939. 

Great Western Sand & Gravel Co. vs. 
C. M. & St. P.; case 8367; sand and 


aie (45 I. C. C., 529-530). Aug. 11; 

p. 4 

Greenfield, W. H., Jr., trading as Green- 
field & Co., vs. P. R. R.; case 9525; 
coal (47 I. C. C., 403-408). Dec. 22, 
p. 1321. 

Gulf Atlantic S. S. Co. vs. A. C. L.; 
case 8576; joint rates with boat line 
{ss i. :-C. C., 309-313). Aug. 11; p. 

Gund, John, Brewing Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P.; case 9403; beer (47 I. C. C., 
233-234). Dec. 22, p. 1326. 

Hale-Halsell Grocery Co. vs. M. K. & T. 
et al.; case 8233 (45 I. C. C., 523- 
526). Former finding that a rental 
charge of $5 per car collected by de- 
fendants, in addition to the freight 
charge, on potatoes in carloads, 
shipped in insulated or refrigerator 
cars from points in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin to destinations in Okla- 
homa, was properly assessed and not 
shown to be unreasonable, adhered 
on Complaint dismissed. Aug. 4; p. 


Hamilton, J. TT. & A. va._P.. 2. B. & 
al.; case 8678; glass bottles and stop- 
age * (45 I. C. C., 191-192). July 7; 


p. 10. 

Handling of heavy articles; I. & S. 1027 
(47 I. C. C., 323-334). Proposed in- 
creased charges for delivering heavy 
articles by lighter at New York, N. 
Y., justified. Dec. 15, p. 1249. 

Harrison Bros. & Co., Inc., vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 8891; part of fourth sec- 
tion application 1952; barytes (46 I. 
Cc. C., 515-519). Aug. 18; p. 362. 

Harmon & Evans vs. St. L. & S. F. et 
al.; case 9154; peaches (45 I. C. C., 
581-582). Aug. 4; p. 247. 

Harmon, F. S., Co. vs. N. Y. C. et 
al.; case 9322; metal extension cur- 
tain rods (47 I. C. C., 277-278). Dec. 
22, p. 1321 


Harris Granite Quarries Co. vs. South- | 


ern et al.; case 8970; rubblestone (45 
I. C. C., 561-562). Aug. 4; p. 247. 

Harrison, Raridolph, et al. vs. Miss. 
Cent. et al.; case 9338; lumber (47 
I. C. C., 259-260). Dec. 15, p. 1253. 

Hayden Bros. Coal Corp. et al. vs. 
Denver & Salt Lake et al.; cases 6917 
and Sub. Nos. 1 to 5 (45 I. C. C., 
236-248). Divisions prescribed of join 
rates on bituminous coal from Oak 
Hills, Colo., and points taking the 
same rates, to stations in Kansas, 
Nebraska, Missouri and South Da- 
kota on the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Ry., the Missouri Pacific 
- Ry. and the Chicago & Northwestern 
Ry. July 21; p. 105. 

Herrick Refrigerator & Cold Storage 
Co. vs. C. G. W. et al-; case 8279; 
part of fourth section application 
1613; refrigerators (46 I. C. C., 421- 
424). Aug. 11; p. 314. 

Heckle, E. J., vs. C. B. & Q.; case 
8801 (46 I. C. C., 513-514). A joint 
rate applicable to sewer pipe from 
Deepwater, Mo., to Elliott, Iowa, 
found to have been unlawfully es- 
tablished and to have been unreason- 

a Reparation awarded. Sept. 8; 
p. 513. 

Hilgard Lumber Co. vs. C. & E. I. et 
al.; case 8965; lumber (45 I. C. C,, 
518-515). Aug. 4; p. 245. 

Himmelburger-Harrison Lumber Co. vs. 
St. L. & S. F. et al.; case 6747; lum- 
ber and products (46 I. C. C., 480- 
483). Aug. 11; p. 315. 

Hopkins, Hough & Merrill Co. vs. D. L. 
& W. et al.; case 8781; coal (46 I. 
Cc. C., 427-429). Aug. 18; p. 356. 

Hopkins, Richard, vs. Ocean S. S. Co. 
of Savannah; case 9143; onions (45 
I. C. C., 568-570). Aug. 11; p. 308. 

Hold freight free time; see New York 
harbor storage; p. 1138. 

Houston Tie & Lumber Co. vs. Mor- 
gan’s La. & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. 
et al.; case 8925; cross-ties (46 I. C. 
C., 469-470). Aug. 25; p. 410. 

Hudson River Lumber Co. vs. La. & P. 
et al.; case 9063; also case 9063, Sub. 
No. 1 (45 I. C. C., 571-572). Rates on 

* yellow-pine lumber in carloads from 
De Ridder, La., to Oakland and 
Wiota, Iowa, and from Lake Charles, 
La., to Marne, Iowa, found to have 
been and to be unreasonable. Repa- 
.ration awarded. July 28; p. 175. 

Hulme & Hart vs. A. T. & S. F.; case 
7583 and others; reparation for switeh- 
430, (46 I. C. C., 665-666). Oct. 20, p. 


Huntington, W. Va., Jobbers’ and Man- 
ufacturers’ Bureau of the Chamber 
of Commerce of, vs. C. & O. et al; 
case 7630 (46 I. C. C., 432-487). Class 
rates maintained by defendants from 
Huntington, W. Va., to main-line and 
branch-line points on the Norfolk & 
Western Ry. between Matewan, W. 
Va., and Salem, Va., both inclusive, 
found to be unduly prejudicial to 
Huntington to the extent that they 
exceed the respective class rates 
contemporaneously applied from Ports- 
mouth, Ohio, to the same destina- 
tions. Aug. 18; p. 356. 

Independent Cooperage Co., Inc., vs. C. 
of Ga. et al.; case 9346; reconsign- 
ment of hoops (46 I. C. C., 361-362). 
Aug. 11; p. 314. 

Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Cc. C. C. & St. L. et al.; cases 7355, 
7472, 7480 (46 I. C. C., 547-557). (1) 
Prior to October 15, 1914, defendants 
maintained proportional class rates 
from Indianapolis and Terre Haute, 
Ind., and Chicago, Ill., to Ohio River 
crossings applicable to southeastern 
traffic subject to the Southern Classi- 
fication, and the local, class rates 
northbound on similar traffic were 
subject to the Southern Classifica- 
tion. On that date the local rates 
were made effective on southbound 
traffic from Indianapolis and Terre 
Haute, and northbound and _ south- 
bound traffic were made subject to 
the Official Classification. No change 
was made in the proportional rates 
from Chicago, Ill., or as to the ap- 
plication of the Southern Classifica- 
tion on southbound and northbound 
traffic. On April 1, 1915, the Indian- 
apolis and Terre Haute rates were in- 
creased 5 per cent, but no corre- 
sponding change was made in the 
Chicago proportional rates. Upon the 
facts of record; Held, That the car- 
riers have shown that the present 
rates and charges are reasonable per 
se, but that the present adjustment 
results in undue prejudice to ship- 
pers and receivers of southeastern 
traffic at Indianapolis and Terre 
Haute. (2) Where a rate adjustment 
is found to result in undue prejudice 
by reason of separately established 
factors, the carriers parties to the 
components of the through rates 
which are not attacked, and which 
do not in any way contribute to the 
undue prejudice found to exist, are 
proper but not necessary parties. 
Cairo Board of Trade vs. C. C. C. 
St. L. Ry. Co., 46 I. C. C., 348. Sept. 
1; p. 462. 

Inman, Akers & Inman vs. Southern et 
al.; case 9003; cotton (45 I. C. C., 
564-566). July 28; p. 175. 

Interior Iowa cases; State of Iowa et 
al. vs. Cc. St. P. M. & O. et al.; 
cases 3464 and Sub. Nos. 1 to 8; same 
“E 2.. =: . & H. R. et al.; case 
3465 (46 I. C. C., 39-60). (1) The 
Mississippi-Missouri River  propor- 
tional class scale, whatever its meas- 
ure may be, shall for the future be 
equitably prorated across the state 
of Iowa in constructing reasonable 
maximum proportional class rates: be- 
tween the west bank of the Missis- 
sippi River and interior Iowa cities 
on traffic originating at or destined 
to points in Official Classification ter- 
ritory east of the Indiana-dllinois 
state line. (2) Upon that basis rea- 
sonable maximum class rates are 
herein prescribed, and it is expected 
that the carriers will adjust their 
commodity rates in conformity there- 
with. Aug. 4; p. 248. 

International Paper Co. vs. Maine Cen- 
tral et al.; case 9316; news printing 
paper (45 I. C. C., 453-454). July 28; 
p. 169. 

International Salt Co. of N. Y. vs. S. 
A. L. et al.; case 8111; salt (46 I. C. 
C., 421-424). Aug. 11; p. 3715. 

Interstate Packing Co. vs. C. M. & St. 
P. et al.; case 8513 (45 I. C. C., 365- 
370). Complainant attacked as un- 
reasonable and unduly discriminatory 
rates on hogs and cattle in carloads 
from points in Wisconsin to Winona, 
Minn. At the hearing defendants 
announced their intention of reducing 
the rates in issue and reduced rates 
have since been published; Held. 
That the rates now in effect have not 
been shown upon this record to be 
unreasonable or unduly diserimina- 
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tory. Complaint dismissed without 
prejudice to such further action as 
may be warranted by the pending 
general investigation of rates on live 
—— and its products. July 21; p. 


Iola Portland Cement Co. vs. M. K. & 


T. et al.; case 9090; cement (45 I. C. 
C., 167-168). July 7; p. 9 


ty Railroad Commissioners vs. A. T. 


S. F. et al.; cases 8377 and 8378 
(46 I. C. C., 63-65). Ocean-and-rail 
and rail-lake-and-rail class rates 
from upper Mississippi River cities, 
Dubuque, Iowa, to Keokuk, Iowa, in- 
clusive, to points in Trunk Line ter- 
ritory found to be unduly discrimi- 
natory and prejudicial when com- 
pared with corresponding rates from 
the lower Mississippi River cities, 
Quincy, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo., inclu- 
sive, to the same points. Aug. 4; p. 


Iowa Railroad Commissioners vs. Ann 


Arbor et al.; case 8477 (46 I. C. C., 
20-38). (1) From points in Central 
Freight Association territory, west of 
the Pittsburgh-Buffalo lines and east 
of the Indiana-lIllinois’ state line, 
there should be no difference in the 
rates to the upper group cities in 
Iowa on the Mississippi River and to 
St. Louis, when distances to the up- 
per group cities are equal to or less 
than the distances to St. Louis; but 
for each 25 miles or fraction thereof 
that the distances to the upper group 
cities exceed the distances to St. 
Louis, rates to the upper group cities 
may exceed the rates to St. Louis by 
1 cent on the first two classes and 
one-half cent on the remaining four 
classes. (2) From Pittsburgh, Buffalo 
and points taking the same rates, to 
cities on the west bank of the Missis- 
sippi River from and including Du- 
buque on the north to and including 
St. Louis on the south, the class 
rates shall not exceed 64% per cent 
of the rates contemporaneously main- 
tained between New York City and 
St. Louis. (3) The basis herein found 
proper will apply both eastbound and 
wéstbound, and the carriers will be 
expected to adjust their commodity 
rates 2 conformity therewith. Aug. 
4: ». @ 


Iowa State Board of Railroad Commis- 


sioners vs. Arizona Eastern et al.; 
case 5241 (46 I. C. C., 488-491). Rates 
published by certain of the defend- 
ants from points in Iowa to points in 
Kansas on and north of the main line 
of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway to La Junta, Colo., found 
not to have been in accordance with 
the modification of the former order 
authorized in the supplemental re- 
port of the Commission dated June 
17, 1915. Defendants required to re- 
vise their tariffs in the manner indi- 
cated herein. Aug. 18; p. 359. 


Iowa, State of, vs. B. & O. et al.; case 


9074; parts of fourth section applica- 
tions 607, ete. (46 I. C. C., 595-600). 
(1) Upon complaint that rates on as- 
phalt, iron and steel, paper and an- 
alogous articles grouped therewith, 
from points east of the Illinois-Indi- 
ana state line to Des Moines, Ottum- 
wa, Cedar Rapids, Marshalltown and 
other interior Iowa cities are uunrea- 
sonable and unjustly discriminatory; 
and that proportional rates to Peoria, 
Ii., on traffic to the Northwest, which 
vary with the point of origin or des- 
tination, are unlawful; Held, That 
rates on the articles named in this 
complaint should be readjusted in 
accordance with the suggestions made 
in the interior Iowa Cases, 46 I. C. C., 
39; and that the proportional rates 
complained of are not shown to be 
unlawful. (2) Portions of certain 
fourth section applications denied in 
so far as they seek relief from the 
rule of the fourth section forbidding 
any carrier ‘“‘to charge any greater 
compensation as a through route than 
the aggregate of the intermediate 
rates subject to the provisions of this 
act."” (3) Following Second Duluth 
Case, 46 I. C. C., 585, no disposition 
made in this report of the applica- 
tions for relief from the long-and- 
short haul rule of the fourth section, 
which will be reserved for further 
consideration. Sept. 22; p. 609. 


Iowa, State of, et al. vs. C. St. P. M. 


& QO. et al.; same vs. N. Y. C. & H. 


R. et al.; cases 3464 and 3465; see 
Interior lowa cases; p. 248 


Iowa, state of, vs. Wabash et al.; case 


9075; part of fourth section ap. 1948 
(46 I. C. C., 703-711). Upon complaint 
that commodity rates between Peoria 
or Springfield, Ill., and Des Moines 
and other designated interior Iowa 
cities as published in Western Trunk 
Line tariff I. C. C. A588 are not in 
compliance with the fourth section or- 
der of the Commission in Des Moines 
Commodity Rates, 34 I. C. C., 281, 
and that they are unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial; Held, That while 
the fourth section order in the case 
referred to has in terms been com- 
plied with, the finding of the Commis- 
sion in that case has not been fol- 
lowed; that the maintenance of high- 
er rates between Peoria or Springfield 
and the designated interior Iowa cities 
than between Peoria or Springfield 
and St. Paul is unduly prejucicial; 
and that the rates in other respects 
are not found unreasonable. Fourth 
section relief denied. Oct. 27, p. 872. 


Jewel Tea Co., Inc., vs. P. Co. et al.; 


case 8997; earthenware (46 I. Cc. C., 
314-316). Aug. 11; p. $10. 


Johnson City, Tenn., Chamber of Com- 


merce of, vs. Southern et al.; case 
7865; portions of fourth section ap- 
plications 1548 and 1952 (46 I. C. C., 
527-535). Class and commodity rates 
on traffic moving from Cincinnati, or 
through Cincinnati from beyond, to 
Johnson City, Tenn., by way of St. 
Paul or Speer’s Ferry, found not to 
be unreasonable, but to subject John- 
son City to undue prejudice and dis- 
advantage by reason of the unduly 
preferential rates accorded to Bristol, 
Tenn.-Va. Aug. 25: p. 410. 


Kansas Buff Brick and Mfg. Co. vs. M. 


K. & T. et al.; case 8961 (47 I. C. C., 
217-218). Dec. 15, p. 1253. 


Karth, H. F., Co., Ind., vs. A. 


. 
N. et al.; case 8919; mussel shells (47 
I. C. C., 42-44). No. 3, p. 939. 


Kerr Bleaching and Finishing Works vs. 


Old Dominion S. S. Co. et al.; case 
9473; tale (47 I. C. C., 472-473). Dec. 
22, p. 1324. 


Kieckhefer Box Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 


et al.; case 9099; packing cases (45 
I. C. C., 205-206). July 7, p. 19; July 
21, p. 142. 


Kindred, ©. C., vs. C. N. O. & TF. P.; 


case 8682: tan bark (47 I. C. C., 52- 
53). No. 3, p. 940. 


Kinnear Mfg. Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. 


et al.; case 8889; part of fourth sec- 
tion application 701; steel rolling 
doors and parts (45 I. C. C., 74-76). 
July 7; p. 9. 


Kanotex Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 


case 6817 (46 If. C. C., 495-500). (1) 
The holding in the original report, that 
it was unlawful for the complainant 
to bill its oil shipments to a point 
near the boundary of the state in 
which they originated, and thence to 
the ultimate destination in another 
state, for the purpose of defeating the 
through interstate rate, reaffirmed. 
(2) Rates of 38 and 35 cents per 100 
pounds on refined petroleum in Car- 
loads from Caney and Coffeyville, re- 
spectively, both in the state of Kan- 
sas, to Woodward, in the state of 
Oklahoma, found unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded 22.5 cents. 
Reparation awarded. Aug. 18; p. 360. 


Kansas City & Memphis et al. vs. St. 


L. & S. F. et al.; case 8783; recipro- 
eal switching (46 I. C. C., 464-466). 
Aug. 11; p. 315. 


Kruger, J. L., Lumber Co. vs. St. L. & 


S. F. et al.; case 8924; coal (47 I. C. 
C., 52-53). No. 3, p. 940. 


Kundtz, Theodore, Co. vs. St. L. & S 


F. et al.; case 7547; logs (45 I. C. C., 
56-59). July 14; p. 70. 


Lafayette Chamber of Commerce vs. A. 


& V. et al.; case 7135; salt (47 I. C. 
C., 246-248). Dec. 15, p. 1252. 


Lake Charles Rice Milling Co., of La., 


vs. S. P. et al.; case 9328; parts of 
fourth sect. aps. 378, 461, 607, 793, 
1481, 1771, 3480, 4483, 4644 (46 I. C. C., 
661-664). (1) Rates on rough rice 
from California points to Lake 
Charles, La., and on clean rice from 
Lake Charles to Trunk Line and At- 
lantic seaboard points not shown to be 
unreasonable or unduly preferential 
or prejudicial. (2) Charges on certain 
shipments which exceeded those that 
would have accrued on the basis of 
the aggregation of the intermediate 





rates found unreasonable and repara- 
tion awarded. (3) Fourth section re- 
lief denied. Oct. 20, p, 819. 

Lake cargo coal rates; case 8725; also 
case 8598, Pittsburgh Coal Operators’ 
Assn. vs. Pa. Co. et al. (46 I. C. C., 
159-230). This proceeding involves 
the reasonableness and propriety of 
the rates, rules, regulations and prac- 
tices applicable to shipments of bitu- 
minous coal in carloads from mines in 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, West Vir- 
ginia, Virginia, Kentucky and Ohio to 
Lake Erie ports for transshipment by 
vessel. Upon the record. Held: (1) 
The reasonableness per se of the rates 
cannot now be determined because of 
the abnormal conditions prevailing. 
(2) The rate adjustment found to be 
unduly preferential and prejudicial; 
specific relationships in the rates as 
between the several originating dis- 
tricts ordered established and main- 
tained for the future. (3) The re- 
spondents required to state separately 
in their tariffs the charges for the 
line haul and the dock services, re- 
spectively. Aug. 4, p. 233. 

Lake Shore Stone Co. et al. vs. C. M. 
& St. P.; case 8810; crushed and 
rough stone (46 I. C. C., 320-322). 
Aug. 4, p. 255. 

Lange Soap Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. et al.; 
ease 8914; tank cars for cottonseed 
7 (45 I. C. C., 542-544). July 28, p. 

Lewis, J. P., Co., vs. Lowville & Beaver 
River et al.; case 9161; class and com- 
—— (47 I. C. C., 79-81). Nov 3, 
p. 4 

Live stock classification; I. and S. 956; 
also case 6825, National Society of 
Record Association vs. A. & R. et al. 
(47 I. C. C., 335-346). Dec. 8, p. 1191. 

Lookout Paint Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
et al.; case 8610; iron ore (45 I. C. C., 
539-541). Aug. 4, p. 246. 

Laundrymen’s Natl. Assn. of America 
vs. Adams Express et al.; case 9039; 
laundry (45 I. C. C., 361-362). Aug. 
11, p. 307. 

Louisiana cotton; I. and S. 955 (46 I. C. 
C., 451-463). Aug. 11, p. 314. 

Madero, Alberto, vs. El Paso & S. W. 
et al.; case 9013; cattle (46 I. C. C., 
322-324). Aug. 11, p. 310. 

Marinette-Green Bay Mfg. Co. vs. Ill. 
Cent. @ al.; case 8253 (45 I. C. C., 
507-513). (1) Except to the extent 
that the class-rate relationship as be- 
tween excelsior and excelsior pads has 
not been observed in the commodity 
rate adjustment, the rates on both 
these products from Green Bay and 
Marinette to Chicago, to the Central 
Freight Association territory, to the 
Southern Classification territory, and 
from Green Bay to the Trunk Line 
territory, have not been shown to be 
unreasonable. (2) From Marinette to 
the Trunk Line territory rates on ex- 
celsior and excelsior pads should not 
exceed those contemporaneously main- 
tained from Green Bay. July 28, p. 
173. 

Markley, G. E., & Co. vs. C. N. O. & 
T. P. et al.; case 8962; peaches (45 I. 
C. C., 559-560). Aug. 4, p. 247. 

Matthews, W. N., & Bro. vs. C. & E. I. 
et al.; case 9223; lamp guards (47 
I. C. C., 36-38). Nov. 3, p. 939. 

McFarland, Thomas, Lumber Co. vs. 
Butler Co. R. R. Co. et al.; case 8656; 
lumber (47 I. C. C., 471-472). Dec. 22, 
p. 1323. 

McFarland, Thomas, Lumber Co. vs. St. 
L. S. W. et al.; case 9367; lumber (47 
I. C. C., 227-228). Dec. 15, p. 1254. 

Meeker, H. E., vs. C. R. R. of N. J.; 
case 9423 (46 I. C. C., 657-660). Upon 
complaint that defendant’s demurrage 
rules applicable at Elizabethport, N. 
J., on coal in carloads for transship- 
ment by vessel are’ unreasonable; 
Held, That, following Peale, Peacock 
& Kerr vs. C. R. R. of N. J., 18 I. C. 
C., 25; Plymouth Coal Co. vs. D. L. & 
W. R. R. Co., 36 I. C. C., 76; and Red 
Ash Coal Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J., 37 
I. C. C., 460, the regulations are rea- 
sonable. Complaint dismissed. Nov. 
3 p. 98i. 

Memphis, city of, et al. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 7304 (45 I. C. C., 487- 
493). Upon rehearing, differentials 
proposed by defendants in rates on 
uncompressed cotton from points it 
Arkansas and Missouri on lines of the 
St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway, St. Louis Southwestern Rail- 
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epara- 
on re- Railroad to Memphis and St. Louis, et al.; case 7223; corn and oats (45 I. V 
respectively, are, with certain excep- C. C., 562-563). Aug. 4, p. 247. leans. The maintenace of provisions 
5; also tions, approved. July 28, p. 197. Morgan, Thomas Clingman, vs. Freeo for concentration at Montgomery and 
rators’ Memphis Merchants’ Exchange et al. Valley et al.; case 9116; also sub. No. Selma, Ala., when for reshipment to 
ce ¢., vs. Fla. East Coast et al.; case 9330; 1; lumber and staves (46 I. C. C., 327- Mobile and Pensacola, and the denial 
nvolves molasses (47 I. C. C., 251-253). Dec. 328). Aug. 11, p. 310. of such concentration at these points 
iety of 8, p. 1200. Morris & Co. vs. I. & G. N. et al.; case when for reshipment to New Orleans 
i prac- Menzel, C. C., & Bro. Co. vs. L. & N.; 8784; ice used in transit (45 I. C. C., found unduly prejudicial to New Or- 
f bitu- case 8665; lumber (45.I. C. C., 545- 223-225). July 7, p. 11. leans. The maintenance of provisions 
ines in 546). Aug. 11, p. 307. Muskogee Produce Co. et al. vs. St. L. for concentration at Pensacola when 
t Vir- Merchants’ Basket & Box Co. vs. Ill. & S. F. et al.; case 3756; apples (47 I. for reshipment to eastern cities and 
Dhio to Cent. et al.; case 9108; fruit and C. C., 239-242). Dec. 15, p. 1252. the denial of such concentration at 
ent by vegetable baskets (45 I. C. C., 485-| Natchez Chamber of Commerce et al. Pensacola when for reshipment to 
: (1) 486). July 28, p. 169. vs. Y. & M. V. et al.; case $878; lime New Orleans found not unduly preju- 
e rates Michigan percentage cases; class and (46 1. C. C., 60-62). Aug. 11, p. 308. cial to New Orleans. (2) The main- 
use Of commodity (47 I. C. C., 409-459). Dec.]| National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ tenance of rates on uncompressed cot- 
vailing. 29, p. 1377. Assn. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 9082; ton in connection with the phrase 
| to be Milk and cream rates to Philadelphia; lumber (46 I. C. C., 307-308). Aug. with privilege to carrier of com- 
idicial: case 8558; also cases 7826 and 8785 (45 18, p. 355. pressing” not shown to have produced 
ites as I. C. C., 371-392). Rates for the in-] National Petroleum Assn. et al. vs. M. — prejudice against shippers or 
ig dis- terstate transportation of milk, cream, K. & T. et al.; case 9327; parts of the port < New pe tng ® 1 sn 
main- condensed milk, skimmed milk, but- 4th sect. aps. 465, 799, 2659, 4218, 4219, Re yor rom a = : e Sout ern 
he re- termilk and pot cheese in carloads 4220 (47 I. C. C., 355-364). Rates on] - No “— co & —_ oc Nag 300 m bl ~~ 
arately and less than carloads to Philadel- petroleum oil and its products, in car- re seta eee oun once teers e a 
or the phia, Pa., Atlantic City and Cape loads, from southeastern Kansas to Po ypc oo yoo! _ baw wy (4 ag A = 
es, re- May, N. J., and points on the New points in Oklahoma found to be un- latic x og t oo ’ “ wees ens 
Jersey seacoast located between the reasonable. Reasonable maximum a > taeeenen i “ seinen aor van 
Cc. M. two latter points from points on the rates prescribed for the future. Rep- ‘iene ae cae ae hacer Beienian 
d and lines of the Pennsylvania R. R. Co., aration and fourth section relief de- and Mobile Mee pane unduly preju- 
0-322) Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washing- nied. Dec. 15, p. 1254. dicial to New Orleans. (5) Proposed 
ton R. R. Co., and West Jersey & National Utilization Corporation et al. relation of rates from. cotton-produc- 
et al. Seashore R. R. Co., and to Philadel- vs. B. & A. et al.; scrap waste leath- i . ; ip- 
- s , ; ing territory in Tennessee, Mississip 
onseed phia, Pa., from points in New Jersey er, etc.; case 9034 (47 IL ©. Sa 471- pi Alabama and Georgia to south 
28, p on the line of the Philadelphia & 472). Dec. 22, p. 1323. Atlantic ports on the one hand and to 
Reading Ry. Co. and from points on} Nebraska State Exchange et al. vs. U. New Orleans on the other not shown 
Beaver the line of the Baltimore & Ohio R. P. et al.; see car peddling case; p. to be unduly prejudicial to New Or- 
d com- R. Co. found to be unreasonable and 169. leans. (6) Relief from the fourth sec- 
Nov 3, unduly prejudicial to producers and} Nephi Plaster & Mfg. Co. vs. D. & R. tion afforded as to rates on cotton 
shippers of the articles named from G. et al.; case 8187 and sub. Nos. 1 from points on the Mississippi River 
S. 956; near-by points and unduly preferen- and 2 (45 I. C. C., 433-436). (1) Rates and its tributaries and Mobile, Ala., 
ety of tial to producers and shippers of said on gypsum plaster in carloads from to Ohio River crossings, south At- 
et al. articles from distant points. Reason- Gypsum, Ore., Pocatello, Idaho, and lantic ports, gulf ports ‘and eastern 
». 1191. able maximum and_non-prejudicial Butte, Mont., found to be unduly cities. (7) Relief from the fourth 
=. =. rates prescribed for the future. July prejudicial to complainant for the rea- section afforded as to rates on cotton 
Cart... 28, p. 189. son and to the extent that lower rates from interior junction points to gulf 
Milk and cream rates to New York on -the same commodity are main- ports, Ohio and Mississippi River 
merica City; case 8558 (45 I. C. C., 412-432). tained from Gypsum, Ore., to_ the crossings, south Atlantic ports, and 
e 9039 Rates for the interstate transportation same destinations. (3) Rates to Port- eastern cities via routes which are 
Aug. of milk, cream, condensed milk, skim land, Ore., found justified. July 21, circuitous to the extent of 15 per 
milk, buttermilk and pot cheese, in >, 113. cent or more. (8) Relief from the 
“i: Cc carloads and less than carloads, to New Era Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; fourth section afforded as to rates on 
Weehawken, Hoboken and _ Jersey case 8522; wheat (47 I. C. C., 67-68). cotton between gulf ports and south 
Ss. W. City, N. J., and New York, N. Y., from Nov. 3, p. 940. Atlantic: ports and from south At- 
cS ¢. points on lines of respondents found New York harbor storage; I. and S. lantic ports to eastern and Virginia 
to be unreasonable and unduly preju- 1025; hold freight free time; I. and S. cities. (9) Relief from the fourth sec- 
vs. Il. dicial to producers and shippers of the 1026 (47 I. C. C., 141-159). Proposed tion denied as to rates on cotton from 
<= <<. articles named from near-by points reduction from five days to two days interior junction points to Ohio and 
extent and unduly preferential to producers in the free time allowed for holding Mississippi River crossings, gulf ports, 
as be- and shippers of said articles from dis- at respondents’ terminals at the port south Atlantic ports, eastern and Vir- 
ds has tant points and reasonable and non- of New York domestic freight con- ginia cities, via all routes that do not 
modity prejudicial basis of rates prescribed signed to ‘‘New York lighterage,”’ jus- exceed the direct lines from and -to 
1 both for the future. July 28, p. 182. tified. Proposed increased storage the same points by more than 15 per 
'y and Milk and cream investigation; see Ida charges, applicable on both export and cent except in certain instances 
Yentral S. Graustein vs. Boston & Maine et domestic shipments, shown to be rea- described in the report. Nov. 3, p. 
to the al.; milk and cream rates to New sonable. Dec. 1, p. 1138. 924. 
y, and York City; and milk and cream rates Nebraska Bridge Supply and Lumber] North Carolina Pine Assn., Inc., vs. N. 
< Line to Philadelphia: pp. 178, 182, 189. Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et al.; case & W. et al.; case 8560 (47 I. C. C., 
to be Miller, A. W., Saw Mill Co. vs. C. M. & _ 7153; also case 7018; cedar logs (47 460-466). Rates on pine lumber, in 
tte to St. P. et al.; case 8990; lumber (45 I. I. C. C., 39-41). Nov. 3, p. 939. carloads, to Pittsburgh, Pa., Buffalo, 
on ex- C. C., 221-222). July 7, p. 11. Newman, J. J., Lumber Co. vs. N. O. N. Y., and points taking the same 
1d not Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce vs. & N. E. et al.; case 9113; lumber (47 rates, from ‘Virginia cities” and cer- 
main- M. & St. P.; case 8870: grain I. C. C., 33-35). Nov. 3, p. 939. tain intermediate points, and from 
28, p switching (45 I. C. C., 432). July 28, New. York Produce Exchange vs. B. & certain points south of Virginia cities 
p. 168. O. et al.; case 9234 and ol cases — which the satee from those gate: 
+ : : : ae (46 I. C. C., 666-673). (1) Reconsign- ys are applied as minima, foun 
bo 4 oS oN eee ee eee ment charge of $2 per car established justified. Complaint dismissed. Dec. 
939. / ’ as an_incentive ,t the direct billing 22, p. 1321. 
; s ; : of carloa relg o places o na Northwest Gas Equipment Co. vs. - 
is di Me eee al ease 9010 46 | Ge | — delivery within New York lighterage gon-Washington' RR. & Nav. Co, et 
685-692). Transit rules at Minneapo- limits, and having for its object the al.; case 7995; gas cooking stoves (46 
Oo. VS. He. Wham applicable to shi ne a relief of the congestion and car short- "LC. C., 364-855). Aug. 11, p. 314 
> 8656; grain and the rates poeuttion there- sec ited Se ee Oak Hills, Colo., coal; I. and S. 922 (45 
ec. 22, from not shown to be unjust, un- = sua faleaier vaiek te te. Geen I. C. C., 455-460). Proposed cancella- 
reasonable, unjustly discriminatory or ro p aac t tion of joint rates on bituminous coal 
vs. St. unduly prejudicial Complaint dis- States must, as a condition preceden from the Oak Hills, Colo., district t 
ver (47 missed. Oct. 27, p. 867 to the issuance of a through export seed = Chtsann tak ral ct to 
sl : : Ma ae at bill of lading, guarantee the payment points on the Chicago, Rock Island & 
1254. Minnesota _& Ontario Power Co. vs. B. of such storage charges as may accrue Pacific Railway in Kansas, Nebraska 
N. J.; F. & I. F. et al.; case 9406; newsprint at New York after the expiration of and Missouri found not to have been 
Upon paper (47 I. C. C., 208-209). Dec. 13, free time, found justified (3) Rule justified. Certain increases permitted 
urrage p. 1253. that carload freight moved to New in the joint rates to stations south 
rt, N Mitchell, S. D., Commercial Club vs. York as domestic traffic and subse- and west of Herington, Kan. Sus- 
sship- Ahnapee & Western et al.; case 8712; quently exported cannot be accorded pended schedules ordered canceled. 
mane: fourth section application 461 et al. the benefit of the more liberal storage July 21, p. 111. 
SL SS ee on ee eee charges and regulations applicable to| Official Classification ratings; I. and S. 
Lk and from Mitchell, S. D., from and to export traffic, which rule was de- 604; beer cooperage, old beer bottles, 
a Red points east or south of Sioux City, Ia., signed to prevent the circumvention old bottle carriers (46 I. C. C., 383- 
e 31 and Sioux Falls, S. D., found unrea- of embargoes against the movement 387). Aug. 18, p. 356. 
Wrage sonable and unduly prejudicial. Rea- of freight to New York before ship] ogeial classification No. 44: I. and S 
ss sonable maximum rates prescribed for space is secured, found justified. Oct. " Sic ; 
Nov the future, including proportional 27, p. 865. _—, also neg Rane yr i 
rates from the upper Mississippi River] New Orleans Cotton Exchange vs. L. & 91-103)” Dec — D. 1137, ( Mca 


N.; 6969; al th 4 Mss 

. oe hs a (2) oa Old Vincennes Distillery Co. Vs. B.. & 

nance of provisions for concentration O. S. W.; case 8221; corn (45 I. C. C., 
447-452). July 28, p. 169. 


of cotton at Atlanta, Ga., from points 4 : 
on the Atlanta division of the Louis- Oliver Chilled Plow Works et al. vs. N. 


crossings. (2) Commodity rates to 
Mitchell constructed in relation-to the 
corresponding commodity rates to 
Sioux Falls, recommended. (3) Fourth 







section relief denied. Julv 28, p. 199. 

Mitchell, Lewis, & Staver Co. vs. C. & ville & Nashville R. R. for reship- Y. C. et al.; case 8843; industrial rail- 
N. W. et al.; case 8609; transplanters ment to south Atlantic ports and de- way case (45 I. C. C., 356-358). July 
(47 I. C. C., 71-72). Nov. 3, p. 940. nying concentration at that point 28, p. 168. 
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Pacific Coast Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
P. et al.; case 9312; lumber (47 
I.'c. C., 57-58). Nov. 3, p. 914. 

Pacific Coast Beef and ipraeiiion Co. vs. 
Oregon Short Line; case 9122; also 
=. No. 1; charges for feeding, water- 

ing and resting hes (46 I. C. C., 401- 
02). Aug. 18, 356 

rh a Board of Trade et al. e m. € 
& St. L.; case 9203; ice (45 I. Cc. C., 
309-313). Aug. 11, p. 307. 

Page & Hill Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 
8769; posts (45 I. C. C., 547-548). July 
28, p. Ze, 

Perdue, S., vs. & O. W. et al.; 
case 9206. henna > S (47 i. GC. 
C., 210- 212). Dec. 29, p. 13738. 

Peshti o Lumber Co. vs. a Cent. 

+; case a eee caida c. 

6- ta Nov. 3, p. 9 

Passenger equipment, special; I. and S. 
_ (45 I. C. C., 590-592). July 28, p. 

Pierson-Lathrop Grain Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q.; case 8718; wheat (46 I. C. C., 359- 
360). Aug. 4, p. 255. 

Portland Traffic and Transportation 
Assn. et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 8959; sleigh, poles, shafts, run- 
weve (46 I. C. C., 333-334). Aug. 18, 


and Transportation 
Assn, et al. vs. Oregon-Washington 
R. R. & Nav. Co. et al.; case 8949; 
culberts (45 I. C. C., 410-411). Aug. 
4, p. 245. 

Powell-Myers Lumber Co. vs. St. L. I. 
M. & S. et al.; case 8702; lumber (45 
I. C. C., 594-596). Aug. 4, p. 247. 

Powell River Co., Ltd., vs. Mich. Cent. 
et al.; case 9061; sulphate of alumina 
(45 I. C. C., 482-483). Aug. 11, p. 307. 

Practical Drawing Co. vs. C. H. q 
et al.; case 9388; paper (47 I 
227-228). Dec. 15, p. 1254. 

Price Iron and Steel Co. vs. G. T. W. 
et al.; case 8732; scrap iron (47 I. C. 
ch 215-216). Dec. 15, p. 1253. 

Price Bros. & Co., Ltd.. vs. Canadian 
Northern et al.; case 8883; newsprint 
paper (46 I. C. C., 397-398). Aug. 18, 


p. 356. 

Prest-O-Lite Co., Inc., vs. C. H. & D. 
et al.; case 8811; cylinders (47 I. C. C., 
22-24). Nov. 3, p. 939. 

Procter & Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9145; cottonseed oil 
(45 I. C. C., 577-578). Aug. 4, p. 247. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. C. C. CG. & 
St. L. et al.; case 9410; cocoanut oil 
(47 I. C. C., 231-233). Dec. 8, p. 1199. 


Ramsey, Bert, & Co. et al. vs. A. r & 
S. F. et al.; case 8451; a 4. 
C,. 64-66). Nov. 3, p. 

Rapier Sugar Feed Co. J i & @.; 
_ Case 9358; molasses (47 I. C. C., 222- 
223). Dec. 15, p. 1253. 

Rosenblatt, S., vs. L. H. & St. L. et al.; 
case 8245; eggs (46 I. C. C., 325-327). 
Aug. 18, p. 355. 

Royal Milling Co. vs. G. N.; case 7892; 
also cases 7893 and 7894, and portion 
of fourth sect. ap. 827 (47 I. C. C., 
263-276) (1). Maintenance of a 
charge of 2c per 100 pounds for mill- 
ing in transit of wheat at Great Falls 
subjects complainant to a disadvan- 
tage as compared with terminal mills 
for which defendant alone cannot be 
held responsible. (2) Total charges 
exacted by Great Northern Ry. on 
wheat which is shipped from points in 
Montana on its line between Butte 
and Great Falls and between Great 
Northern Junction and Great Falls to 
Great Falls, there milled into flour 
and the flour shipped to destinations 
in North Dakota on the line of the 
Great Northern Ry. found to be un- 
duly prejudicial to the complainant in 
violation of sections 3 and 4 of the 
act; to remedy which the defendant 
should publish and maintain through 
rates from the points of origin in- 
volved to destinations in North Da- 
kota observing as maxima thereon 
the basis outlined in the report. Dec. 
8, p. 1200. 

Rub-No-More Co. vs. C. H. & D. et al.; 
case 9061; gay oil (45 I. C. C., 
484-485). Aug. 11, 307. 

Sall Mountain Co. vs. Pgouthern S. S. Co. 
et al., case 9115; also cases 8987 and 
sub. Nos 1 and 5: asphalt shingles and 
prepared roofing (45 I. C. C., 573-574). 
Aug. 11, p. 308. 

Schall, A., Co. et al. vs. B. & O. S. W. 
et al.; case 8831; stone (47 I. C. C., 
254-258). Dec. 29, p. 1378. 


Pp 
Portland Traffic 


Schuh-Mason Lumber Co. vs. M. & O. 
et al.; case 8911; lumber (46 I. C. C., 
365-368). Aug. 4, . 255. 

Sehram Glass Mfg. 0. vs. St. L.-S. F.; 
case 8630; strawboard boxes, fillers 
and partitions (45 I. C. C., 465-467). 
July 28, p. 169. 

Sheip, Henry H., Mfg. Co. vs. B. & O.; 
case 9329 (45 I. C. C., 408-410). Upon 
complaint alleging that defendant’s 
charge for the storage of lumber at 
Pier 40, Philadelphia, increased since 
1910, is unreasonable; Held, That the 
defendant having justified the in- 
creased charge in question the com- 
plaint will be dismissed. July 21, p. 


110. 

Sioux City Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau vs. A. &- W. et al.; case 8301 (47 
I. C. C., 347-354). Rates on lumber 
and other forest products, other than 
yellow pine, from points in Missouri, 
Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas, Louisi- 
ana, Tennessee, Mississippi and Ala- 
bama to Sioux City, Iowa, found to be 
unduly prejudicial to the extent that 
they exceed by more than 2 cents per 
100 pounds the rates contemporane- 
ously maintained from the same 
points of origin to Omaha, Neb. Dec. 
17, p. 1257. 

Sioux ie’ Live Stock Exchange vs. C. 
St. M. p O. et al.; case 7110; live 
ae at.c <, 279- 281). Dec. 22, 
p. 1326. 

Sloss-Sheffield Steel and Iron Co. et al. 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 4800 (46 I. C. 
C., 558-569). Upon further considera- 
tion of the record herein, Held, That 
—(1) All-rail and rail-and-water rates 
on pig iron from Birmingham, Ala., 
and various other points to New York, 
N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, 
Md., and interior points in Trunk Line 
territory, and all-rail’ rates to New 
England points have not been shown 
to be unreasonable. (2) Rail-and- 
water rates of $4.60 per long ton on 
pig iron from the same points to Bos- 
ton, Mass., and Providence, R. I., not 
found to be unreasonable and original 
report, 30 I. C. C., 597, modified. (3) 
Reasonable through rail-water-and- 
rail rates to interior New England 
points prescribed for the future. Sept. 
1, p. 459. 

Southern Can Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 9207; tin cans (47 I. C. C., 85-86). 
Nov 3, p. 941. 

Southern Lumber and Manufacturing 
Co. vs. Tenn. R. R. Co. et al.; case 
8508; lumber (47 I. C. C., 87-90). 

3, p. 941. 

Southern Pacific Co.’s ownership of At- 
lantic S. S. Lines; case 6606; applica- 
tion of S. P. under Panama Canal act 
(45 I. C. C., 505-506). The petitioner 
having corrected the objectionable 
practices enumerated in our original 
report, we find that the existing serv- 
ice of the Southern Pacific Co.-At- 
lantic Steamship Lines between the 
points designated is in the interest of 
the public and of advantage to the 
convenience and commerce of the peo- 
ple. July 28, p. 173. 

Southwestern Millers’ League et.al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 8165; also 
subs. 1 and 2; flour (46 I. C. C., 299- 
300). Aug. 11, p. 309. 

Standard Oil Co. (California) vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 8941; tin can fau- 
cets and caps (45 I. C. C., 557-558). 
Aug. 4, p. 247. 

Standard Oil Co. (Ky.) vs. Y. & M. 
et al.; case 8879; fourth section eG 
cations 1912, 2043, 2045; petroleum (46 
I. C. C., 418-420). 35 


Nov. 


Aug. 18, p. 356. 

Standard Roofing Co. et al. vs. M. K. & 
T. et al.; case 8906; roofing and build- 
ing paper (47 I. C. C., 212-214). Dec. 
15, p. 1253. 

Stanton, E. H., Co. vs. N. P. et al.; case 
8773; tallow and grease (45 I. c. ¢., 
583- 584). Aug. 11, p. 308. 

Stimson, J. V., vs. Southern et al.; case 
8381; part of fourth section application 
1548; lumber and products (46 I. C. 
C., 429-431). Aug. 18, p. 356. 

Stonega Coke and Coal Co., Inc., et al. 

N. et al.; case 9253; coke 
460-466). Dec. ’22, p. 


Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 8923; brick (45 I. C. C., 193- 
194). July 7, p. 10. 

Sunderland Bros. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 
i.e we (45 I. C. C., 209-210). July 
pe 20. 
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Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
et al.; case 9042; ir (45 I. Cc. é. 
481- 482). July 28, p. 169. 
Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. W. et 
al.; case 8760; brick (45 Zz. %. Na. 584- 
586). July 28, p. 176. 
Superior Charcoal Iron Co. vs. M. & 
S. BD. et al.; case 9324; pig 4. (46 
I. C. C., 329-330). Aug. 11, p. 310. 
Swift & Co. vs. Erie; case 8954; fresh 
meat (45 I. C. C., 554-556). Aug. 11, 


p. 307. 

Swift & Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 8918; 
fresh meat (46 I. C. C., 356-358). Aug. 
11, p. 314. 

Swift & Co. vs. U. P. et al.; — 8996; 
packing house products (47 I. C. C., 
49-52). No. 3, p. 939. 

Syracuse Chamber of Commerce, for 
Syracuse Ornamental Co., vs. Mich. 
Cent. et em case 9420; woodpulp (47 
I. C. C., 14-15). Nov. 3, p. 938. 

Tarkio Molasses Feed Co. va. C. B. 
Q. et al.; case 8832; linomeal (46 I 
Cc. C., 17-19).. July 28. p. 176. 

Temco Electric Motor Go. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; Bx 9088; double coil springs 
(47 I. C., 76-78). Nov. 3, p. 940. 

Toledo Settee Club Traffic Bureau 
vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case — (45 I. 
C. C., 525-528). one. 4, p. 

Toledo switching; I. and 's. 967° (46 x. Cc. 
C., 293-294). Proposed increased 
switching charge at Toledo, Ohio, be- 
tween industries on respondent’s rails 
and the transfer of the Cincinnati, 
Hamilton & Dayton Railway, found 
not justified. Suspended schedules 
ordered canceled. Aug. 11, p. 309. 

Transcontinental rates; reopening of 
fourth section applications 205, etc., 

- and cases 9258 and 9278 (46 I. C. C., 
236-289). (1) Existing water competi- 
tion found to be a negligible factor in 
affecting the rates by rail between 
Atlantic and Pacific coast terminals. 
(2) Rates on commodities from east- 
ern defined territories to Pacific coast 
terminals lower than the rates on like 
traffic to intermediate points found 
not justified under existing circum- 
stances. (3) Present effective rates 
on certain specified commodities from 
all eastern defined territories to Pa- 
cific coast terminals found not unrea- 
sonably low and not to have been in- 
duced by water competition. (4) 
Present effective rates on other com- 
modities in Schedules B and C found, 
as a whole, unreasonably low from 
territories east of the Missouri River 
to Pacific coast terminals. (5) Rates 
on barley, beans, canned goods, as- 
phailtum, dried fruits and wine from 
Pacific coast ports via rail-and-water 
routes through Galveston to the At- 
lantic seaboard should be revised to 
accord with the requirements of the 
long-and-short-haul clause of the 
fourth section. July 28, p. 153. 

Tunis-Cockey Lumber Co. vs. Live Oak, 
Perry & Gulf et al.; case 9386; lumber 
a i: & cS. 405-406). Aug. 11, p. 314. 

Trexler Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & 
H. et al.; case 9394; lumber (47 I. C. 
C., 229-230). Dec. 15, p. 1254. 

Union Hay Co. vs. C. St. : M. & O. et 
al; case 9064; hay (45 I. C. C., 597). 
Aug. 18, p. 355. 

Union Petroleum Co. vs. T. & B. V. et 
al.: case 9142; gasoline (45 I. C. C., 
213- 214). July 7, wo. a. 

Van Dusen Harrington Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.: case 6902; corn (47 I. C. 
C., 59-61). Nov. 3, Dp. 940. 

Vegetable Oils Transportation: I. and 8. 
928 (46 I. C. C., 674-676). Oct. 27, p. 
867. 

Vulcanite Portland Cement Co. et al. 
vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 9095: 
ee (46 I. C. C., 483-487). Aug. 11, 
p. 315. 

Waco, Tex., Switching; I. and S. 990 
(46 I. C. C., 647-649). Oct. 20, p. 817. 

Wallace-Smith & & Co. et al. vs. Boston 
& Maine et al.; case 8448; horse 
ar - ang (47 I. C. C., 62-63). Nov. 3. 


Wena Fish Co et al. vs. L. & N. et 
al.; case 9257; fish (46 I. C. C., 375- 
377). Aug. 11, p. 

Watters- Tonge ‘Lumber Co. va.. C. Ht. 

& T. P. et al.; case 9123; lumber (45 
I. C. C., 575-576). July 28, p. 176. 

Waverly Oil Works Co. vs. >. KE. RB. Co.: 
case 9209; petroleum (45 I. C. C., 216- 
217). July 7, p. 10. 

Webster, N. A., vs. T. & P.; case 8861: 
portion of fourth section application 
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466; eer (45 I. C. C., 364). Aug. 


4, p. 245 

Webster, N. A., N. & N. E. et 
al.; case 9138; a ‘s I. C. C., 566- 
567). Aug. 11, p. 307. 

Weisse, C. S., & Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 7280; portion of fourth sect. 
ap. 3786; harness (47 I. C. C., 16-17). 
Nov. 3, p. 938. 

Weis-Peterson Box Co. vs. M. & O. et 
al.; case 8608; fourth sect. aps. 2138, 
2045, 1548, 1952, 458, 3965, 2060 (46 I. 
Cc. C., 693-702). Carload rates on egg- 
case material in shook form from 
Cairo, Ill., to points in Kentucky and 
Tennessee found to be unduly preju- 
dicial to Cairo to the extent indicated 
herein. Oct. 27, p. 869. 

West Coast 
Assn. et al. 
al.; case 8339; 








































































































Lumber Manufacturers’ 
vs. Tacoma Eastern et 
reasonable through 















route (45 I. C. C., 227-229). July 14, 
Pp 
West Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ 


Assn. et al. vs. S. P. & S. et al.; case 
8203; also case 8225, Astoria Chamber 
of Commerce et al. vs. same (45 I. 
Cc. C., 230-235). On complaints that 
the cancellation of joint rates volun- 
tarily maintained for many years be- 
tween certain points on the Spokane, 
Portland & Seattle Railway and vari- 
ous points in the United States and 
Canada via Portland, Ore., and the 
lines of the Oregon-Washington R. R. 
& Navigation Co., Oregon Short Line 
and Union Pacific railroads and con- 
nections, deprives shippers of the 
right to route their freight except 
upon an unreasonable basis, in viola- 
tion of Section 15 of the act, and sub- 
jects them to the payment of rates 
which are unjust, unreasonable and 
unduly discriminatory; Held: (1) That 
the existing through routes, over 
which the same joint rates apply as 
formerly applied over the canceled 
route, are not shown to be unreason- 
ably long or inadequate, and there 
does not appear to be puublic neces- 
sity for the re-establishment of the 
canceled route and rates. (2) That 
defendants have justified the cancel- 
lation of joint rates which applied via 
the canceled route. Complaints dis- 
missed. July 14, p. 70. 

ss Pine Mfgrs. Assn. et al. vs. C. 

& W. et al.; case 9411 (46 I. C. C., 

550" 656). (1) The fact that through 
rates are composed of the aggregates 
of intermediate rates does not in it- 
self establish their unreasonableness. 
(2) Rates on lumber and lumber prod- 
ucts from the inland empire to C. F. 
A. territory not shown to be unrea- 
sonable, unjustly discriminatory or 
unduly prejudicial. (3) Minimum 
weights not shown to be unreason- 
able. Oct. 20, p. 817. 

Western Star Mill Co. vs. U. P.; case 
8771; wheat (46 I. C. C., 467-468). 
Aug. 18, p. 358. 

Western Stoneware Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 9188; stoneware (46 I. C. 
C., 331-333). Aug. 18, p. 355 

Western Trunk Lines Iron and Steel, 
I. and S. 961; fourth sect. ap. 11051; 
Western ae | Lines Iron and Steel 
(No. 2), I. and S. 1087 (47 I. C. C., 
109-135). Proposal of respondents to 
increase or cancel practically all com- 
modity rates on iron and steel articles 
applying within Western Trunk Line 
territory and from points east of Chi- 
cago and the Mississippi River to 
points in Western Trunk Line terri- 
tory found generally not justified, but 
authority given to publish higher 
rates than are at present maintained. 
Suspended schedules required to be 
canceled. Dec. 8, p. 1193. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
9493 (46 I. C. C., 677-684). (1) Rates 
on light steel rails in carloads from 
Huntington, W. Va., to New York, 
N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, 
Md., and eastern basing points, ap- 
plied on shipments for domestic con- 
sumption, found to have been and to 
be unreasonable to the extent speci- 
fied in the -report. Reparation 
awarded. (2) Rates on light steel 
rails in carloads from Huntington, W.: 
Va., to the above eastern ports, when 
for export, not found to have been 
unreasonable, or unduly prejudicial 

in respect of transportation initiated 

by the Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co., 
but held to have been unduly preju- 
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dicial on ie originated by the 
Baltimore & Ohio R. R. (3) Export 

and domestic rates to the ports, for 
the future, permitted to be _ estab- 
lished on the basis voluntarily pro- 
posed by defendants. Nov. 3, p. 922. 

Wheeling Corrugating Co. vs. Pa. Co. 
et al.; case 9084; orchard heaters (45 
I, C. C., 165-166). July 7, p. 9. 

White, C. T., vs. U. P.; cattle; two for 
one rule; case 9387 (47 I. C. C., 261- 
262). Dec. 8, p. 1200. 

Whiteville Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
L. et al.; case 8491; lumber and logs 
(46 I. C. C., 622-627). Sept. 22, p. 611. 

Woodbury Granite Co. vs. St. Johns- 
bury & Lake Champlain et al.; case 
9105; granite (45 I. C. C., 214-215). 
July 7, p. 10. 

Wood, N. W., & Son vs. Erie et al.; 
case 9002; anthracite coal (45 I. C. C., 
587-589). Aug. 11, p. 308. 

Woolworth, E. J., vs. U. P. et al.; case 
8968; alfalfa meal (46 I. C. C., 437- 
439). Aug. 18, p. 358. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. St. L. 
S. W.; case 8943; steel rails (45 I. C. 
C., 185-186). July 5, p. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 8886; steel —_ (45 
- a SS, 225- 226). July 7, p. 


De Groot, E. H., Jr.; address before New 
England R. R. Club; p. 795. 
p. 1349. 


De Pass, E. S.; land grant rates; 
central embargo agency; 


p. 1003. 


Dining car conservation; p. 140. 


a B. J.; double loading of cars; 

Pp. . 

Eastern port differentials; 
No. 21; p. 793 


traffic lesson 


Eastern territory, rates in; traffic lessons 


Nos. 19 and 20; pp. 570 and 693. 


EDITORIAL. 

Adamson wage law; p. 229. 

Advanced rate procedure; amendment 
to personnel act requiring approval of 
tariffs befor filing and action of Com- 
mission under it; pp. 301, 303, 349, 453, 
549, 665, 677, 717, 765, $13, 814, 861, 


Car supply control; p. 53. 

Car surpluses and shortages; p. 406. 

1? ro lower than through rates; 
p 

Se adjourns for the summer; 

Commission, 


the; 
717. 


Conservation, the meaning of; p. 150. 

Cooperation by state commissions in 
war emergency; p. 304. 

Coordination of transportation facili- 
ties; p. 1077. 

Correspondence, lesson in; p. 569. 

Embargo; suggestion for a joint agency; 


p. 862. 

Fifteen per cent case; pp. 6, 405, 550, 
973, 1029. 

Food supply; efforts to conserve; pp. 
1247, 1318. 

Government operation of railroads; pp. 
1245, 1317, 1373. 

Market train service; p. 454. 

Minimum weights; increases in; p. 350. 

Mixed carload rules; p. 765. 

National Federation of Shippers; p. 509. 

Ocean freight rates; p. 53. 

Packing, reform in; p. 102. 

Passes, riding on; p. 230. 

Pooling of facilities of eastern carriers; 
overriding the law; p. 1133. 

Priority of shipments legislation; pp. 
303, 350. 

Public policy and the Commission; p. 

Publicity items; publication of; p. 718. 


new members of; p. 


— exclusive federal; pp. 606, 
Regulation; congressional investigation 
of; p. 1247. 


Reparation; decision in case of Ida S. 
i. a vs. Boston & Maine et al.; 
p. a 

Shipping Board, The new; p. 149. 

Shipping Board shakeups; p. 1318. 

Sunday; moving freight on; p. 230. 

Traffic World, The; growth of; p. 1374. 


= of operation; pp. 1189, 1245, 


War; cooperation in; p. 101. 
War sacrifices; p. 918. 

Waterways, use of; pp. 917, 1077, 1278. 
Women railroad workers; p. 230. 


Transcontinental rates; pp. 150, 752, 1040. 


13 





EFFICIENCY IN TRAFFIC. 

— A Mills Co.; heavy loading; 
p. ‘ 

Australian packin 

Automobiles, handling of; p. 431. 

Automobiles, loading of; method ob- 
jected to by H. L. Block; p. 529. 

Baltimore Board of Trade efforts for 
car efficiency; p. 530. 

B. & O. shows underloaded cars; p. 282, 

California cooperation; p. 784. 

Canadian Pacific effort for better load- 
ing; p. 280. 

~ efficiency statements of war board; 


86. 
Car loading, increased, by N. Y. N. H. 
& H.; p. 704. 
Car space, waste of; p. 785. 
Cars held as ‘‘no bills’’; p. 704. 
Cc. C. & O. circular to shippers; p. 340. 
Cc. B. & Q. circular on heavier car 
wy p. 86. 
C. & Q. circular to shippers; p. 1231. 
Chile; marking of cases shipped to; p. 


10 
Claim form used by Omaha Alfalfa 
Milling Co.; p. 381. 

Claim prevention, cooperation; p. 1352. 
Cleveland Chamber of Commerce en- 
courages prompt unloading; p. 133. 
Colorado Commission asks cooperation; 


p. 340. 

ee and double load- 
ng; p. 

Confectioners wish to help in car sup- 


ply; p. 
Conservation of cars, cooperation in; p. 


Conservation of transportation; p. 493. 

Containers, standardized; p. 581. 

Containers, proper; use of; p. 1351. 

Cooperation values; record kept by car- 
riers; p. 432. 

Cotton baling and shipping shortage; p. 


851. 
Cotton, loading of; pp. 495, 801. 
Cotton, shipment of; pp. 529, 530. 
Cotton shipping; economy in; p. 1233. 
Decker, A. E.; letters from carriers and 
his replies in the matter of efficiency 
in shipping; p. 342. 
ss Co.; heavy loading of feed; p. 


suggestions: p. 1066. 


Draymen; organization for cooperation 
in New Orleans; p. 

Electric lines; use of in relieving freight 
congestion; pp. 1017, 1123 

Express pickup service cut; 133. 

Feed, heavy loading of; p. 1064. 

Feed, loading of by Bailard & Ballard; 
dD. 

Fertilizer cars; loading of; p. 689. 

Fiber containers; use of; p. 1066. 

Flour, heavy loading of; p. 743. 


Food; maximum loading of; p. 1052. 
~~ shipments; bureau to study; p. 


529. 
ea conservation of in Chicago; 
Pp. ° 
Freight car waste; Railway Business 


Assn. plan for reducing; p. 15. 
Gises. packing, for South America; p. 


Grain, loading of; p. 682. 

Grapes; loading of; D. 1064. 

—s —— in matter of car sup- 
ply; Pp. 

-—« to relieve freight congestion; 
p a 

Hodgman, C. A.; circular on transpor- 
tation efficiency; p. 431. 

Hogs, handling, in transit; p. 668. 

Hogs, saving, in transit; p. 902. 

Hooks, damage by use ‘of; p. 785. 

Hosiery; efficient packing of; p. 1063. 

Kansas City cooperation methods; p. 


Live stock movement stabilization; p. 


Loaded cars; useless holding of; p. 699. 

Loss and damage bulletin of Pennsyl- 
vania R. R.; p. 897. 

Lumber, full loading of; p. 85. 

Lumber, bad loading of: p. 277. 

Maine Central R. R., circular to ship- 
pers and consignees; p. 699. 

Marking, bad, of freight; p. 898 

McLaughlin, "T. pe antiquated. freight 
terminals; p. 742. 

Motor trucks; use of in war emergency; 
pp. 1061, 1062. 

New York Merchants’ Assn. urges adop- 
tion of suggestions for improved ship- 
oan methods; p. 18. 

& W. circular to employes; p. 1352. 

A conservation of; p. 1173. 

ae cases, British restriction on; 


19. 
pinion goods, care in; p. 742. 
Paramount Knitting Co.; commended 
for efficient packing of hosiery; p. 
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Penick & Ford, [td.; circular to ship- 
pers and carriers; p. 494. 

Perishables; handling of; p. 494. 

Potato crop, moving the; p. 1060. 

Poultry, shipping of; p. 

Priority merit system; p. 581. 

Queensborough Chamber of Commerce 
efficiency poster; p. 806. 

Railway Business ‘Association’s plan for 
cutting down freight car waste; pp. 

Ribe & Thompson plan of promoting 
cooperation; p. 279. 

Robinson Clay gen gt circular on 
heavy loading of cars; 668. 

Russell-Miller Milling oe: heavy load- 
ing; p. 1233. 

“Sailing days’’ for L. C. L. freight; plan 
of Pennsylvania system; p. 16. 

——- & Co. notice tacked on cars; 
Pp 

Shevlin, Carpenter & Clarke Co.; co- 
operation in lumber loading; p. 85. 

Shipper’s order and shortage; p. 434. 

Shipping papers, illegible; p. 18. 

a a day plan of New Haven read; 
Pp. a 

Southern Hardwood Traffic Assn’s. ef- 
forts toward car supply conservation; 


Pp. i 
Southern Ry.’s appeal for cooperation 
He improving freight car supply; p. 


State cooperation in conservation of 
transportation agencies asked; p. 1063. 

Storage facilities development; by the 
U. S. Chamber of Commerce; p. 281. 

Switching requirements; J. S. Marvin 
says reduce them; p. 280. 

—— building a; by R. I. Pierce; 
p. a 

Terminals, antiquated; by T. J. Me- 
Laughlin; p. 742. 

Tiffany, C. H.; urges car efficiency on 
members of New England Paper and 
Pulp Tariff Assn.; p. 6. 

Tin plate; packing of; p. 1066. 

Trailer, application of, to truck; p. 781. 

Transit privileges; suggestion to abol- 
ish them; p. 704. 

Transportation conservation and effi- 
ciency notes; pp. 581, 667 ,692, 744, 
782, 806, 837, 850, 896, 966, 1065. 

Trucks, motor; freight by; p. 1232. 

Underloading of freight cars; by G. G. 
Hubner; p. 691. 

United Paper Board Co., Inc., car re- 
port; p. 1020. 

Utah Commission warning; p. 898. 

Women as operators of electric-driven 
machinery; p. 384 


Egg case material; Weis-Peterson Box 
Co. vs. M. & O. et al., and'fourth sect. 
aps.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 869. 

Electric railway accounts; p. 292. 

Elkins law; ways of evading; p. 1031. 

Embargo; see export freight embargo. 

Embargoes; plans and suggestions for 
better system of issuing them, etc.; pp. 
512, 662, 894, 958, 1003, 1004, 1031, 1053, 
1171, 1178, 1349. (See also editorial.) 


Enlarging the Commission; see personnel 
of Commission. 

Esch law; see car supply. 

Essential and non-essential industries; pp. 
1012, 1041, 1116, 1117, 1216. 

European railroads; p. 455. 


Excelsior and excelsior pads; Marinette- 
Green Bay Mfg. Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 173. 

Explosives, transportation of; shipping 
container specification amended; p. 290. 

Explosives; amendment to regulations for 
transportation; p. 618. 

Explosives; amendment to paragraph 1124 
for transportation regulations; p. 758. 
Export freight; embargo, license, etc.; pp. 
94, 115, 151, 232, 520, 651, 652, 679, 722, 

850, 1178, 1215. 

Express company revenues; for March and 
3 months, p. 76; April and four months, 
p. 330; May and five months, p. 703; 
June and six months, p. 905; July and 
seven months, p. 1177; August and eight 
months, p. 1320. 

Express companies apply for increased 
rates; pp. 1030, 1113, 1277. 

auetees embargoes; by W. H. Chandler; 
Pp. ° : 

Fabrication in transit; Chicago Bridge & 
Iron Co. vs. Erie et al.; see I. C. C. 
decisions; p. 681. 

Faye, H. K.; traffic manager Western 
Pacific; p. 329. 

Fertilizer, movement of, etc.; pp. 954, 
966, 1062, 1123, 4174. 

Fifteen per cent case; pp. 7, 11, 13, 56, 
73, 74,75, 103, 117, 140, 209, 331, 292, 
305, 413, 551, 728, 752, 767; first news of 
proposed new application for advance, 





resulting in reopening of case. p. 786, 


815, 821, 863, 877, 880, 919, 945, 946, 975, 
978, 979, 1016, 1032, 1035, 1037, 1079, 
1084, 1089, 1171, 1277. (See also I. C. ron 
decisions and commodity rates.) 
— section board; function of; p. 


Fifteenth section procedure; see advanced 
rate procedure. 

Fitzhugh, M. L.; embargo notice; p. 1004. 

Flickinger, R.; car shortage; Dp. 1121; car 
congestion suggestion; p. 1171. 

Food supply; efforts to increase ahd con- 
eaese: p. 292, 1065, 1173, 1174, 1231, 1233, 
1376. 

Food shortage due to transportation con- 
ditions; p. 511. 

Forester, J. C.; 
in passenger "serviee; p. 328. 

Foster, E. W.; heavy loading of freight 
cars; p. 740. 

Fourth section hearings; p. 379. 

Free service between telegraph and rail- 
road companies illegal; p. 406. 

Free time; see export freight free time 
(decisions of I.. C. C.); pp. 1135, 1144. 

Freight bills with the freight; by R. T. 
Stover; p. 959; by C. B. Hoppel, p. 1004. 

Freight car—a factor in winning the war; 
by E. H. De Groot, Jr.; p. 795. 

Fries, Archibald; a. g. f. t. m. B. & O.; 
p. 1400. 

Garlington, O. C.; war transportation tax; 
p. 1004. 

Garrett, B:. E.; coal supply and coal 
shortage; p. 1120. 

Geoghegan, T. O.; t. m., Gulf, Mobile & 
Northern; p. 836. 

Goetz, A. J.; an appeal to the railroads; 

Pp. 

Golden, ;* E.; secy. and traffic manager 
Clinton Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ 
Assn.; p. 1306. 

Government control as a means of pre- 
venting strikes; p. 408. 

——— loans to railroads; pp. 1079, 


calls attention to waste 


Government operation of railroads; pp. 
1135, 1162, 1205, 1214, 1247, 1319, 1329, 
1375, 1379. (See also unification of oper- 
ation.) F 

Government ownership; pp. 103, 1031, 1162. 

Graham, J. L.; economy in telegraphing; 
p. 492. 

Grain; Dewey Bros. Co. vs. P. C. C. & 
St. at et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 
p. " 


Grain; Cairo Board of Trade vs. C. C. C. 
& St. L. et al.; see decisions of I. C. 
C.s p. Sii. 

Grain transit; Minneapolis Traffic Assn. 
vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; see decisions 
of I. C. C.;. p. S67. 

Grain; Buffalo, cases; see decisions of I. 
c. C.3_p:. S66. 

Graves, E. C.; handling of tracers; p. 740. 

Gypsum Building Tile; Acme Cement 
Plaster Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; see 
decisions of I. C. C.; p. 937. 

Gypsum Plaster; Nephi Plaster & Mfg. 
Co. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; see decisions 
at i. & C.: 2. 2ae 

Hanlon, J. T.; useless tracing; p. 1121. 

=. —: = Se £ a. BO oe... bet & 

Hashagen, J. D.; possibilities of water 
os. p. 391; full loading, p. 
1350. 

Headlight order modified; p. 1388. 

Headlights; Judge Anderson . dismisses 
suit for order restraining the Commis- 
— enforcing high power order; 
p. a 

Heavy articles, handling of; see decisions 
of I. © C3 _p.. 136. 

Heinemann, C. B.; live stock loss due to 
railroads; p. 1394 

Heiss, A. E.; individual vs. community 
right; p. 1386. 


HELP FOR TRAFFIC MAN. 
Aversse demurrage agreement; pp. 335, 


Bunching cars for unloading; p. 533. 

Bunching rule; p. 1175. 

Canceled rate cannot be reinstated as 
reissued item; p. 129. 

oe on full carload not to exceed 
l. ec. 1. rate and actual weight; p. 792. 

Charges on |. c. l. shipment not to ex- 
ceed those at c. l. rate and minimum 
weight; p. 391. 

Combination rates to adjacent foreign 
countries; p. 700. 
Combination, lowest, 

able; p. 
Combination rates; alternative avplica- 
— on transcontinental traffic; p. 


lawfully applic- 


Cea: lowest, lawful rate; p. 

Commodity rate on special iron, I. c. L; 
Dp. : 

Commodity rate vs. class rate; p. 792. 

County fair exhibits; p. 496. 

Demurrage on reconsigned order notify 
shipment; p. 43. 

Demurrage on car not loaded; p. 657. 

Demurrage on one shipment due to de- 
lay on another; p. 657. 

Demurrage, state and interstate; p. 700. 

Demurrage on car not loaded; p. 751. 

= rules—computing time; p. 

"Demurrage at reconsigning point; p. 


Demurrage on car not loaded; p. 960. 

Demurrage; average agreement; p. 1008. 

Demurrage on car not loaded; p. 1115. 

Demurrage on cars not set for unload- 
ing in arrival order; bunching; aver- 
age agreement; p. 1399. 

Demurrage; charges covering; p. 1359. 

Embargo restrictions; p. 43. 

— section long and short haul; p. 


F. O. B.; meaning of the term; p. 591. 

Free time computed from date of notice 
of placement; p. 1115. 

Grain tariffs wanted; p. 286. 

Ground storage tariff; p. 1304. 

Import freight; exceptions to rules 5C 
and 27, Official Classification; p. 1304. 

Import shipments; rate in effect from 
port of entry on date delivered to 
inland carrier, lawful; p. 1304. 

Intermediate point rule under trackage 
contract; p. 1399. 

Intermediate and combination rates; p. 


Legal rate, published through; p. 751. . 

Legal rate the specific through rate; 
p. 1008. 

L. c. 1. shipments; p. 43. 

L. c. 1. shipments; p. 286. 

Live stock; disinfecting charge on cars 
returned to Canada; p. 83. 

Mileage rates applicable over leased and 
operated lines; p. 336. 

ae weight on iron slabs; pp. 533, 

Misdescription of shipments; p. 495. 

Misrouted freight; p. 1175. 

Misrouted shipment; p. 437. 

Misrouted shipment; p. 835. 

Misrouted shipment; p. 1008. 

Misrouting, not, when shipper’s in- 
structions are followed; p. 83. 

Mixed carload shipment; p. 43. 

Notice of arrival; p. 792 

Notification of arrival; p. 657. 

— classification rule 25, ratings; p. 

Open and prepay stations; p. 1225. 

aa due to failure to weigh car; 
p. 4 

Pig iron; Official * eee mini- 
mum weight on; p. 

Placement, constructive; “p. 792. 

— exceeding combination: pp. 437, 


Refusal to accept shipment, notice of; p. 
129. See Legal Dept. 

= rate in bill of lading conflict; p. 

Route and rate conflict in bill of lading; 
p. 1226. 

Routing instructions, shipper’s; car- 
riers must obey; p. 835. 

Routing via St. Louis and Kansas City 
to southwest; p. 1009. 

Specific rate takes precedence over in- 
termediate rule; p. 533. 

Stakes, allowance for; p. 496. 

Stop-off service unlawful unless au- 
thorized by tariff; p. 1115. 

Through rate the legal rate; p. 286. 

Tracers, practice in handling; p. 591. 

Transportation; duty to provide and 
furnish; p. 591. 

Undercharges, waiver of; p. 391. 


Henry, J. E.; suggests public use of sid- » 


ings; p. 1 

iy J. &.;3 advanced rate procedure; p. 

Hill, J. E.; issuing of embargoes; p. 662. 

Hinton, W. P.; vice-president re “gen- 
yy manager Grand Trunk Pacific; p. 

Hoffman, F. J.; executive secretary in- 
dustrial and traffic bureaus, Scranton 
Board of Trade; p. 1007. 

Holden, Hale; address + _prante in 
War Time,” before N. T. L.; p. 1096. 

—. Clint; president “eects Traffic 
Club; 1305. 

Se 2 Ls 6. g. f. a. C. & N. W.; pvp. 
1230 


Hoppel, C. B.:; freight bills with the 
freight; p. 1004. 
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Hospital cars; p. 104. 
Huebner, G. G; underloading of freight 


. 691. 
R. E.; care efficiency suggestion; 


Illinois passenger fare case; p. 725. 

Incompetency of railroad help; by E. F. 
Davis; p. 1121. 

Industrial Railway case; Oliver Chilled 
Plow Works et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 168. 

Iowa and Missouri interstate rates; traffic 
lesson No. 25; p. 1227. 

Iron and steel; Western Trunk Lines 
ag and steel; see decisions of I. C. 

«> D 

Iron and steel prices; p. 607. 

Iron and steel; W. Va. Rail Co. vs. 
Cc. & O. et al.; see decisions of I. C. 
c.: p. Baz. 

Johnson, J. M.; vice-president Missouri 
Pacific R. R.; p. 137. 

—.,_* B.; railroad correspondence; 
Dp. 8 

—, P. H.; war transportation tax; p. 
055. 

Kanotex case; see combinations lower 
than through rate. 

Keller, Co. Charles; report on inland 
water transportation to Council of 
National Defense; p. 1101. 

Kern, R. L.; useless tracing; p. 1055. 

Kibbey, D. G.; advanced rate proced- 
ure; p. 739. 

— m2 a2 @ 2-2 c.t. & WW. 
p. i 

Labor market, shortage in; p. 305. 

Lake-and-rail rates; pp. 292, 336. 

Lallier, F. A.; traffic manager Galves- 
ton Commercial Association; p. 

i. grant rates; by E. S. De Pass: p. 

Large, J. B.; 
Rm Ks De 903. 

Lawrence, Mass., puts on merchandise 
car to Chicago; p. 1348. 


a. g. f. a. Pennsylvania 


LEGAL DEPARTMENT. 


Advertising on cars; p. 389. 

Bill of lading charges by mail; p. 952. 

Bills of lading to cover empty tank 
cars; p. 1223. 

— exemption from loss by; p. 


Building material; “~~ damages for 
delayed shipment; p. 

Canada; I. C. eeiebtiction over traffic 
from; p. i395- 

= on undelivered shipments; p. 

Charges accruing through refusal to ac- 
cept shipment; p. 1058. 

—* for services not performed; p. 

Claims based on 50 per cent value; p. 


Claims; time and manner of filing; p. 


Claims for delay not determined by 
Commission; p. 583. 

Claims against express companies; time 
within which to file; p. 389. 

Claims, manner of filing: p. 82. 

Coal conversion; measure of damages 
for; p. 334. 

Coal, seen earrier’s liability for; 
Dp. 
Coal 

1058. 


Connecting line; 
698. 


47. 
confiscated by municipality; p. 
loss occurring on; p. 


Consolidated car shipments; p. 390. 

a failure to certify regarding; 
p. 6 

Contracts limiting liability; p. 1223. 

Damage exemptions while loading ferry 
car; p. 275. 

Damages, computing, at time and place 
of shipment; p. 9. 

Damages, measure of, in delayed ship- 
ment wholly worthless; p. 699. 

Damages, measure of, in refused ship- 
ments sold by carrier; p. 698. 

pa. measure of, for partial loss; 
p. 

Damages, measure of, in delayed ship- 
ments; p. 497. 

—— measure of, for partial loss; 
p. i 

Damages based on invoice price; p. 389. 

Damages, measure of, to shipment in- 
voiced through middleman; p. 276. 

Damages, measure of, to goods fluctuat- 
ing in value; p. b 

Damages, measure of, 
partly destroyed; p. 128. 

Damages, measure of, in shipments 
confiscated by carrier; p. 127. 

Damages by fire, measure of; p. 39. 

Damages, measure of, in delayed ship- 
ments; p. 81. 


in shipments 





Delivery at specified place; p. 275. 

Delivery; misdelivery through shipper’s 
error; p. 82. 

Delivery; what constitutes it; p. 1356. 

Demurrage as an element in delayed 
shipments; p. 834. 

—- charges pending dispute; p. 
69 


Destruction of goods while under re- 
pair; p. 213. 

Duplicate shipments; claims for charges 
on; p. 1167. 

Duplicate shipment; 
ages in; p. 1396 

Express company delivery to non-agency 
station; p. 788. 

Floods; damages in shipment diverted 
on account of; p. 1109. 
Forty-eight hours’ notice; 

which it runs; p. 583. 
ree. injury to shipments by; p. 


measure of dam- 


time from 


i a injury to shipments by; p. 

788. 

Freezing; damages in refrigerator and 
heater cars by; p 

—s goods delayed in transit; p. 


Freight on oo stopped short of 
destination; p. 1012 

Household goods, released rates; p. 39. 

Inspection; carrier’s duty to inspect 
goods; p. 656. 

Inspection of goods; p. 1355. 

—— shipment; what constitutes; 
p. ‘ 

Liability of carrier under bill of lading 
as to interest on value during delay; 


p. 4 
Liability of consignor for freight; p. 


788. 
and for delivery to wrong place; p. 


Liability of owner of. shipment for 
freight charges; p. 334. 
os ade consignor’s, for freight; p. 


Load and count, shipper’s, 
p. 1301. 

Loss caused by rats; p. 128. 

Loss after delivery to consignee; p. 748. 

Loss a owner accompanies goods; 
p. ‘ 

Lost oun transit, property, in open cars; 
p. 4 

Lost shipments, 
charges in; p. 

Marking, insufficient; shipment delayed 
through; p. 496. 

Middleman; measure of damages to 
shipment invoiced through; p. 747. 

Negligence of employe in loading wagon; 
earrier not responsible for; p. 1011. 

— a arrival; carrier’s duty to give; 
p. 

es priority of claims for; p. 


stipulation; 


claims for telegraph 


Ownership straight consignment; p. 82. 
Pilfering ventilated box cars; p. 1109. 


Potato shipments, protection of, in win- 
ter; p. 833 
Quarantine loss; 
agent; p. 698. 
Cee regulations, loss through; p. 


error by  carrier’s 


Reconsigned shipment, charges on; p. 
Reconsigned shipment; charges on; p. 


Reconsignment notice by mail; p. 531. 
a of prepaid freight charges; p. 


Refusal to accept shipment, notice of; 
p. 127. See Help for Traffic Men. 

Reparation; time within which to ob- 
tain; p. : 

Return, shipments, charges on; p. 333. 

Riots, damages through; p. 531. 

Routing; consignor’s failure to route as 
instructed; p. 40. 

— received subject to delay; p. 

Shipment nae prepaid by carrier in 
error; p. 1301 

Shippers’ load and count stipulation; p. 


Sleeping car accommodations, daylight; 
fares for; p. 435. 

Sleeping car accommodations; 
for; p. 212. 

Steamship, particular; initial carrier’s 
duty to connect with; p. 631. 

Stoppage in transitu, right of; p. 532. 

Storage, goods held in; p. 82. 

Storage charges on export freight; p. 
82. 

Tariffs, duty of carriers to file; p. 583. 

Tax =. freight reconsigned in transit; 
p. 

Telegrams; claims for delay in; p. 1300. 

Terminal delivery instructions; p. 213. 


contract 





Truckman’s services; carrier’s liability 
for; p. 212 
Undercharges, carrier 
agent to pay; p. 389. 
War tax; who pays it?; pp. 1168, 1356. 
War tax applicable to common carriers 
only; p. 1011. 
War tax on 
1167. 
bar aaa on reconsigned shipments; p. 
Were: carrier’s liability: as; p. 


Weight at destination; p. 1301. 
Weights, incorrect, by carrier; p. 435. 


requiring its 


“collect’’ shipments; p. 


- eee by adjourning Congress; p. 


Legislation, state railway, in 1897; p. 766. 

Lenroot bill; p. 1331. 

Liberty Loan; pp. 591, 783, 806, 901, 954. 

Lighterage, N. Y.; pp. 208, 290, 772. 

Liquor transportation; instruction of at- 
torney-general under Reed law; p. 142. 

Lishana, A. W.; suggests use of shipping 
bill portion of bill of lading in lieu of 
waybill; p. 265. 1394 


Live stock loss due to railroads; p. 

Live stock; uniform contract; p. 1378 

a7, es killed on railway tracks; p. 

Live stock; Dimmitt-Caudle-Smith Live 
Stock Commission Co. et al. vs. C. B. & 
The Ne al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 


Live stock; Interstate Packing Co. vs. C. 
M. & St. P. et al.; see decisions of I. C. 


C.; p. 108. 
Lars. heavier; by T. J. Shelton; p. 
Loading, double, of cars; by B. J. Drum- 
mond; p. 831. 
Loading, heavy; by E. W. Foster; p. 740. 
— inspection annual report; p. 


sr nied testing and inspection; p. 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS 
Abasie Bros. vs. L. & N. (Miss.); p. 
1357. 


Altman vs. Y. & M. V. ee p. 273. 
Assid vs. G: N. (N. Dak.); p. 1303. 
Baker vs. Holman (Tex.); p. 3 
Baker vs. East (Tex.); p. 1224. 
~~ vs. D. G. H. & M. (Mich.); p 


L. & N. (Mo.); pp. 331, 332. 
Bikins Van & Storage Co. 


se 
. & St. P. (S. Dak.); pp. 


. Cc. M. & O. >; p. 750. 

Biimgcr vs. P. R. R. (N. 2.33 

Benton “_ Wichita Falls & N. W. 
(Okla.); 953. 

Beer sak. GR: R. of N. J. (N. Y.); pp. 

Blind vs. C. C. C. & St. L. (Ind.); p 
1398. 


Bondies, Wm., & Co. vs. St. L. & S 
(Okla.); p. 387. 
— Ft. Worth & D. C. (Tex.); 


p. 37. 
Bosell vs. St. L. & S. (Ala.); .p. 659. 
ee Co. vs. | Boonen (N. C.); 
p. q 
Brown vs. Panhandle & S. F. et al. 


(Tex.); p. 1303. 

Bryan et al. vs. L. & N. et al. (N. C.); 
p. 1010. 

Bryson & Burns vs. Ft. Worth & R. G. 
et al. (Tex.); P; as 

Burke vs. U. P. ¥.): 2. a. 

Burkholder & a vs. C. R 
(Ark.); p. 272. 

Bush vs. Beason (Ark.); p. 1303. 

Cherokee Sawmill Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. 
(Ga.); p. 443. 

Clinton ee and Steel Co. vs. P. & L. 
E. (Pa.); 1059. 

Copenhaver "a hae Milling Co. vs. 
K. & W. Va. (W. Va.); p. 1168. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
(Mo.); p. 332. 

Dee vs. San Pedro, L.A. & S. L. 
(Utah); p. 789. 

Devon Mfg. Co. vs. Southern Express 
(Ala.); p. 584. 

Dionne vs. American Express Co. (Ver- 


mont sot, 7 
pow Ss. (S. C.); 1112. 
p. 953. 
vs. C. R. I. & P. (Okla.); 
Pp. 


Dowling vs. 

Duncan vs. U. 8 Biesi Co. ‘red. ct.); 

Eisman vs. ‘C. B. & Q. (Iowa); p. 272. 

Gray gt al. 

Greer vs. Equity Co-operative suet tind 
et al. (Minn.); p. 273. 


Barton vs. 
Beall vs. 
(Calif. vigP 


- & P. 
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Gulf Coast Transp. Co. vs. Standard 
Milling Co. (Tex.); p. 1113. 

~~ & Walters vs. A. C. L. 
(Ala.); 659. 

Hestle vs. ~*~ & N. (Ala.); p. 388. 


mS Aye? Paper Co. vs. N. Y. C. 


Ithaca ‘Roller Mills vs. Ann Arbor 
(Mich.); p. 584. 
— vs. H. & T. Co. (Tex.); pp. 387, 


Jenkins vs. C. R. I. & P. (Tex.); p. oy 
Jordan vs. C. B. & Q. (Mo.); p. 3. 


-< * et al. vs. D. & H. (N. -, 
oe ve. ji Bees Oo Boca 


Lowden vs. Merchants’ & Miners’ 
Transportation Co. (Ga.); p. 388. 
Luke & Fleming vs. A. C. L. (Ga.); p. 


696. 
a vs. Southern Express (Ga.); p 


McCormick vs. Sapere Express (W. 


Va.); pp. 1302, 
McElhany et ft a 2 L&R 
. 585. 


(Iowa); p. 
McElwain vs. U. P. (Neb.); 
~— vs. Southern (N. GJ: pp. 1397, 
Merchants’ & Mfgrs.’ Bank vs. P. J. 
Toomer Lumber Co. (Miss.); p. 1168. 
ar am vs. Boston & Maine (Mass.); 
p. 81. 
Meyer vs. C. & N. ce. ); p. 1358. 
Michellad vs. Ore. Wash . R. & Nav. 
Co. (Ore.); Py 1357, 1358 
Moler vs. L. & (Mo.); p. 81. 
Munnick, John, ‘é Son vs. G. 


A, (Tex. i oe 
Murray vs. A. co . (S. C.); p. 789. 
Great North- 


National Elevator "Go. vs. 
ern (Minn.); p. 

—— Mieeades Co. vs. G. N. (Minn.); 

O'Briant vs. Pryor et al. (Mo.); p. 125. 

Orunsten vs. N. Y. C. (N. Y.); p. 332. 

tJ vs. Manistee & N. E. (Mich.); p. 


Patterson & Roberts vs. Quanah A. & 
P. (Tex.); e = 272. 

People’s Bank and Trust Co. vs. Walt- 
hall (Ala.); p. 81. 

ir wk oe Co. vs. N. W. of S. C. 


(S. C.); 
° Phillips vs. Panhandle & S. F. (Tex.); 


Pickle vs. Receivers of St. L. & S. F. 
(Mass.); p. 
Porter Screen Mfg. Co. vs. Cent. Ver. 
(Vt.); pp. 1112, 1113. 
pst & Duckworth vs. 
"Aia.); BD Dp. 
Quillen vs. m & St. . Gowe): p. 1169. 
—_ vs. N. W. of S. (S. C.); p. 


Richter, T., & ‘Sons = American Ex- 
press et al. (Iowa); 888 

Rogers & Hurdle vs. ii eent. (Miss.); 

Rosenberg vs. N. Cc Gb. Fide 1398. 

Sellars Hosiery Mins vs. Seater et 
al. (N. C.); p. 1224. 

Shark vs. G. = (N. 3 ap-); p. 697. 

Ghengard vs. N. Y. N . & H. (Mass.); 


5 
Shroyer vs. C RL &G (Tex.); 


Simpson ve Southern (Ga.); » 388. 
Smith vs. S. A. L. (N. 888. 
ane Grocery Co. vs. ‘Bush (Ark. 3 


Dp 
Sprotte vs. D. & W. (N. J p. 659. 
Sun _ Drilling és. a &. F. > 2 
(Okla.); p. 332. 
on: see vs. Va. & S. W. (Tenn.); p. 


Stoddard Lumber Co. vs. Oregon-Wash- 
ington R. R. & Nav. Co. (Ore.); p. 


80. 
Stone, H. M., vs. Erie (Sup. ct.); p. 


og Fe — Fargo & Co. (S. Dak.); 
Ppp. 
a *~ a va. A.C. L. (N. C.): p. 


= vs. St. L. & S. F. (Okla.); p. 
Thee vs. Texas & Pacific (Tex.); p 


Tuthill vs. N. & S. (N. C.); p. 887. 
United Late me Co. vs. Pryor 
(Fed. ct.); p. 749. 
Walker, Jos. Construction Co. vs. D. & 
H. (N. p AY: at 332. 
Wallens vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. (City ct. 
Niagara Falls); > 1168. 
= &. 2. =. 
K. & T. of Tex. 


Southern 


Wekan): p et al. vs. A. 


rd. 3, Bi, ve, M. 


“SS. ct.); pp. 272, 273. 


‘We ene & Co. vs. Cueo (N. Y.); 


Weyant vs. L. V. (N. Y.); 2 38. 
wane Pouty Co. vs. S. P. (Kans. 
y);_D 2. 
Wright- ary Co. vs. Panhandle & 
S. F. (Tex.); p. 38. 
tos va CCC. & St. L. Ky.); p. 


Louisville & Nashville political expendi- 
tures; p. 754. 

Lumber; Traffic Bureau of Moun City 
Commercial Club vs. A. & W. et al.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1257. 

Lumber; Western Pine Mfrs’. Assn, et al. 
vs. C. I. & W. et al.; see decisions of 
L ©. Cs p.. S87. 

Lumber car distribution; p. 276. 

Lumber; Atlantic Lumber Co. vs. T. & O. 
C. et al.; see decisions of I. C..C.; p. 


255. 

Lumber; ioe River Lumber Co. vs. 
La. & P. et al.; see decisions of I. C. 
C.; p. 175. 

Lumber, storage charge; Henry R. Sheip 
nye Co. vs. ®. O.; see decisions of 


: G.; vice- -president C. & A.; p. 


13. 

MacAnanny, J. R.; chief of tariff bureau, 
Boston & Maine; p 305. 

MacEwen, W. E.; cetninee transporta- 
tion committee, Western Petroleum 
Refiners’ Assn.; p. 482. 

—_—-. L. C.;'a. gLite cB. & @; 
p 

-_—- train service, possibilities of; p. 


Martin, J. B.; handling of tracers} p. 740. 
Mattern, E. G.; Detroit embargo notices; 


p. 1053. 
a R. R.; handling of embargoes; p. 


McAdoo, W. G.; appointed director-gen- 
eral of railways; p. 1379. 

McCain; explanation of commodity tariffs 
filed by eastern Carriers; p. 577. 

McCloud, W. H.; assistant to president, 
Ly Saree of traffic, Buick Motor Co.; 


100 
Merril, 


Mexican railroad service; 


ee 
I. E.; inefficiency of carriers; p. 
pp. 231, 511, 


rig Commissioner, reappointed; p. 
Milk and cream; C. F. A. territory milk 
and cream rates; see I. C. C. decisions; 


Dp. § 
Milk and cream investigation; decisions 
of I. C. C.; pp. 178, 182, 189 
Minima, rates varying with; p. 768. 
ae weights; proposal to increase; 
278, 413, 1093. 
aehenwente and Wisconsin rates; traffic 
lesson No. 25; p. 1227. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 


Allen Mfg. Co. et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 7864; order modified; p. 1126. 

Bainbridge Oil Co. vs. M. '& D. et al.; 
case 8772; further hearing granted; p. 


803. 

Barrett Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
=. 8334; ar, on coal tar author- 
zed; 

Baxter, %. S., & Co. * L. & N.; case 
8046; order ‘modified; 285. 

Boat line control; A, a Southern Pa- 
cific; No. 6606; 

Buffalo Chamber 3 Commerce vs. Buf- 
falo Street Ry. Co. et al.; case 7187; 
reopened; p. 1044. 

— Men’s League of St. Louis vs. 

&-S. F. et al.; case 8083; effect- 
e ys. postponed; p. 340. 

Business Men’s League of St. Louis et 
al. vs. A. T. > S. F.; case 8083; mo- 
tions denied; 770. 

ey ig Men’s Eeogee of St. Louis vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; = 8083; order 
in part postponed; p. 847. 

Cairo Board of Trade vs. Big Four et 
al.; case 9365; p. 851. 

Cardwell, M. W., vs. C. R. I. & P. et 
pS case 8597; further hearing 
granted; p. 266. 

Champion Fiber Co. vs. Southern; rep- 
aration; *p. 396. 

Cheese Dealers’ Assn: Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 7988; reopened; p. 1057. 
Class rates; fourth section order 6785, 

Official Classification; p. 81. 

Coal, advances within Chicago switch- 
ing district; I. & S. 196; case re- 
opened; p. 132. 

Consolidation Fuel Co. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 3811; reopened; p. 45. 





Crawford, James, vs. T. & P. et al; 
case 8363; reparation granted; p. 274. 

Cumberland Transportation Co. vs. C. 
N. O. & T. P. et al.; case 7704; order 
modified; p. 535. 

Cumberland gen < gpreny Co. vs. 

O. & T. P. et al.; case 7704; uct: 

ive date postponed; p. 908. 

D. L. & W. Coal Co. vs. D. L. & W.; 
ease 8867; reopened; p. 1016. 

Douglas & Co. vs. Ill.’ Cent. et al.; case 
4923; reparation granted; p. 803. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs. P. R. R.; case 9128; reopened; p. 


74. 

Duluth Commercial Club et al. vs. Pa. 
Co. et al.; case 8628; p. 1044, 

Fourth section order 7026; carriers in 
southeast having longer routes au- 
thorized to continue rates on classes 
and commodities same as those of 
their competitors; p. 1016. 

Hanford Produce Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 8265; reopened; p. 1057. 

Hayden Bros. Coal Corporation et al. 
vs. D. & S. L. et al.; case 6917 and 
consolidated cases; order suspended; 


Henderson Commercial Club vs. Ill Cent. 
. al.; case 7286; order modified; p. 


830. 

Independent Feed and Fuel Co. et 
S. ve. &. 2. A. & S. L. et al.; 
case 7369; Mt extended; p. 342. 

Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce vs. 
i SF St. L.; cases 7355, 7472, 
7480; effective date changed; p. 1393. 

Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Big Four; cases he og bg 7480; 
effective date changed; 

Indianapolis Chamber of Dn vs. 
Big Four et al.; cases 7355, 7472, 7480; 
effective dates postponed; p. 954. 

Iowa R. R. Commissioners vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al.; case 8477; order postponed; 


p. 498. 
Iowa, state of, et al. vs. St. P. M. & O. 
- ae case 3464; order modified; p. 
Iowa. R. 2. 
= et al.; 


705. 

tee state of, et al. vs. C. St. P. M. & 
O. et al.; case 3464; effective date 
postponed; p. 1010. 

Iowa Commission et al.; case 8477; 
effective date postponed; p. 1046. 

Iowa, interior cases; fourth section or- 
der 3743 amended; p. 

Johnson City Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Southern; case 7865; effective date 
postponed; p. 1016. 


Commission vs. A. T. & S. 
case 8377; order modified; 


apes § Carlot Egg Shippers’ Assn. vs. 
& O 


S. W. et al.; case 7969, sub. 
p reopened; p. 1057. 

Kaw River Sand Material Co. vs. K. C. 
Terminal Ry.; case 8238; reparation; 
p. 342. 

Kentucky Distilleries and Warehouse 
Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 5688; or-. 
der set aside; p. 1222. 

Kettle River Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 8834; reopened; p. 803. 

indies, Theodore, Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 7547; effective date ex- 
tended; p. 446. 

La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al.; case 7897; reopened; p. 14. 

La Crosse "Shippers’ "Assn. -et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 7897; reopen- 
ing order canceled; p. 446. 

La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 8525; effective 
date extended; p. 446. 

Lamb-Fish Lumber Co. vs. W. ae 
et al.; case 8384; reopened; 308: 

Louisiana case; I, and S. i000; order 


modified; p. 342. 
Louisiana cotton; I. and S. 955; order 
et al. vs. C. & O. 


amended; p. 495. 

Low Moor Iron Co. 
et al.; case 5891; order vacated; p. 
802. 


Macey Co. et al. vs. Pere Marquette et 
al.; case 8480; reopened; p. 274. 

Madison Board of Trade ws. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 8353; effective ae 
extended; p. 446. 

McGowin-Roshee Lumber Co. vs. F. A. 
& G. et al; case 9146; reopened; p. 
288. 


a ee city of, et al. vs. C. R. I. & 
al.; case 7304; reopened; p. 851. 
Memphis, city of, et ‘al. vs. C. 
P. et al.; case 7304; order modified: p 


6 
Merrell-Soule Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 
7969, sub. 2; reopened; p. 1057. 
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Mitchell, S. D., Commercial Club et al. 
vs. A. } W. et al.; case 8712; order 
s. 


modified; p. 528. 
Mitchell, D., Commercial Club et al. 
vs. A. & 


W. et al.; case 8712; order 

in part soy’ postponed; p. 705. 

Mitchell, S. Commercial Club et al. 
vs. A. & We. et al.; case 8712; re- 
opened; p. 780. 

National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 
vs. B. & - S. W. et al.; case 7969; 
reopened; 1057. 

Norfolk & Western interest in Old 
Dominion & Virginia Navigation Co.; 
case 6590; order postponed; p. 42. 

Northern Potatoes Traffic Assn. vs. B. 
A et al.; case 9097; reopened; p. 

Paducah Board of Trade et al. vs. IIl. 
Cent. et r: case 9138; effective date 
postponed; p. 803. 

Pig iron from: Va. furnaces; I. and S. 
596; order vacated; p. 

Portland Traffic and Transportation 
Assn. vs. S. P.; case 9294, and con- 
solidated cases; additional testimony 
to be taken; p. 122 

Private car inquiry ies No. 4096) re- 
opened; p. 20. 

Rail-and-water rates; authorization in 
15 per cent case decision rescinded; 
p. 1037. 

Released rates order No. 18; rates on 
alcoholic liquors; p. 1156. 

Released rates order No. 5; Western 
Pacific rate on lead ore; p. 90. 

Reparation i E. ¥, a & Co. 
vs. Gould S. & St. M. & S.; 
Rowe Mfg. og vs. C. B 7 Q. et al.; 
Hallack & Howard Lumber -Co. vs. D. 
& R. G. et al.; F. J. Lewis Mfg. vam 
vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; p. 396. 

Richmond Chamber of Commerce vs. "s., 

et al.; case 4611; effective date 
extended; p. 1235. 

Richmond Chamber of Commerce vs. S. 

L. et al.; case 4611; effective date 
postponed; D. 908. 

Richmond Chamber of Commerce vs. S. 
A. L. et al.; case 4611; order modi- 
fied; p. 791. 

Richmond Chamber of Commerce; case 
4611; order modified; p. 36. 

Rowan, B. T., et al. vs. S. F. et al.; 
case 8175; order extended; p. 342. 

Scott Paper co. ve. FP. R. R. et al.; 
case 8721; order modified; p. 38. 

Sioux City Commercial Club Traffic 
Bureau vs. American Express; case 
7101; rehearing granted; p. 142. 

Sloss- Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. et al. 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 4800; effective 
date extended; p. "792. 

Smith, Alexander, & Sons Carpet Co. 
vs. B. & A. & N. Y. C.; case 9043; 
reparation ordered; p. 1342. 

S. Dakota express rate case; No. 7101; 
reopened; p. 56. 

Southern Rice Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
=: N. O. et al.; case 7591; reopened; 

















p. 396. 

Southern California Fuel Dealers’ Assn. 
et al. vs. Santa Fe; case 8789; order 
extended; p. 342. 

Stonega Coke & Coal Co. vs. L. & N. 


et al.; case 3771; order modified; p. 
318. 

Thompson Bros. Lumber Co. vs. M. K. 
& et al.; case 8105; reparation 


awarded; p. 803. 

Toledo Commerce Club Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 7761; 
effective date changed; p. "1354. 

Toledo Commerce o- Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs..A. V. et al.; case 7761; 
effective date postponed; p. 918. 

Toledo Commerce Club Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 7761; 
order modified; p. 851. 

Toledo Commerce Club vs. C. & D. 
et al.; case 7761; effective a. post- 
poned; p. 43. 

Toledo Board ‘of Trade case, No. 7761; 
effective date postponed; p. 81. 

Toledo Commerce Club Traffic Bureau 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 7761; order 
modified; p. 274. 

Toledo Commerce A ae Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs. A. P . et al.; case 7761; 
order modified; 499. 

Transcontinental bottles; I. and S. 963; 
reopened; p. 1057. 

Transcontinental rates; temporary in- 
corporation in tariffs provisions for 
alternative application of aggregate 
of intermediate rates authorized; p. 


697. 

Vulcanite Fostinnd Cement Co. vs. C. 
R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 9095; order 
modified; p. 585. 










































Vulcanite Portland Cement Co. vs. C. 
R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 9095; effect- 
ive date postponed; p. 803. 

Vulcanite Portland Cement Co. et al. 
vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 9095; 
effective date extended; p. 851. 

Vulcanite Portland Cement Co. et al. 
vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 9095; 
order rescinded; p. 4012. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. vs. A. 
& W. et al.; case 8793; order modified; 


p. 210. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. 
vs. A. & W. et al.; case 8793; order 
modified; p. 569. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. vs. A. 
& W. et al.; case 8793; order post- 
poned; p. 851, 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. 
vs. A. & W. et al.; case 8793; order 
vacated in part; p. 1222. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 9492; decision rescinded; p. 1350. 


MISCELLANEOUS TRAFFIC DECI- 


SIONS. 


Charges; McFadden et al. vs. A. G. S. 
Fed. Ct.); p. 79. sie 

Charges; ye Sepenteees vs. C. & 

Pp 

Charges; Illinois Commission vs. A. T. 
&S Pa p. 274. 

clan St. & S. F. vs. Wm. Bondies 
& Co. Gila); p. 390. 

Charges, excessive; N Y. N. H. & H. 
+ Te Ballou & Wright (Fed. ote: Dp. 

Cleaning oats Tllinois Commission vs. 
A. T. &S (Ill.); p. 274. 

Commission’s i emi. Belcher vs. 
Tacoma Eastern (Wash.); 1397. 


Commission’s order; Seckioe Heights |. 


R. Co. vs. Straus et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 


1169. 
Commission order; poe R. &. 


Co. vs. Minds (Fed. Ct.); 933. 
a s ce! Tilinois, Goramission 
vs. C. (il.); p. 2 


Common ne who . Peterson 
vs. Fargo-Moorhead St. R. Co. (N. 
Dak.); p. 696. 

Conference rulings; C. G. W. vs. Postal 
Telegraph Cable Co. (IIL); p. 1357. 
Confiscation; R. J. ——— vs. G. R. Ed- 

wards (Sup. oat p. 3381. 

ngs ae N. P. vs. Longmire (Wash.); 
p. q 

Contracts; C. R. I. & G. vs. Shroyer 
(Tex.); p. 4111 

Damages—discrimination; Pennsylvania 
i Co. vs. Minds (Fed. Ct.); p. 


Demurrage; H. L. Hunter, Inc., vs. N. 
Y. N. H. & H. (N. Y.); p. 585. 

Demurrage charges; Wilson et al. vs. 
Long Island (N. Y.); p. 274. 

Discrimination; National Dock & Stor- 
age Warehouse Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine (Mass.); Hall vs. P. R. R. 
(Pa.); p. 6. 

Discrimination; Ky. Traction & Termin- 
al Co. vs. Murray Cfy.); p. 274. 

Discrimination; St. L. M. a S. et al. 
vs. State (Ark.); Dp. éo6; 

& H. R. vs. Ballou & ‘weight (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 696. 

Discrimination; State vs. St. L. S. W. of 
Tex. et al. (Tex.); p. 1169. 

Discrimination; C. G. W. vs. a Tel- 
egraph- Cable Co. (I11.); p. 1357 

“eS a” Jones vs. Hoag et 

Federal question; United Metals Selling 
Co. vs. Pryor (Fed. Ct.); p. 748. 

— shipment; Burke ve. U. P. 

Interstate ommneres Southern Pac. vs. 
State (Ariz.); p. 

Interstate Gee L. & N. vs. Mead- 
or’s Adm’r. (Ky.); p. 954. 

Interstate Commerce; Morrison vs. Com- 
mercial Towboat Co. (Mass.); p. 79. 

I. C. C. TW we Morgan’s La. & Tex. 
R. R. & S. Co. Fa, | Isaac Joseph Iron 

: 2 (Fed. iy: 748. 
C. C. order; Cheney vs. Boston & 

© Maine (Mass.); p. 

. C. C. orders; iPy® Ny. H. & H. R. et 

* al - Ballou & Wright (Fed. Ct.); 


Interstate eg yee prens vs. Pryor 
et al. (Mo.); p. 

Interstate shipment; * state vs. G N. 
(Wash.); 790. 

Interstate chipmeente: Hability in; Il. 
e 7 Rogers and Hurdle (Miss.); 


Interstate regulation; Pennsylvania vs. 
Towers et al. (Sup. Ct.); p. 1059. 


Owens, 


Limitation of actions; Belcher vs. Ta- 
coma Eastern (Wash.); p. 1397. 

Liquor, intoxicating; State vs. G. 
(Wash.); p. oa 

Overcharges; M. & O. vs. W. & C. Ry. 
Co. (Ala.); p. 585. 

a ee 3%" tail Co. vs. 

P. (Wash.); p. 
Penalties Tatum thy s A. L. (S. C.); 


Penalties: Brooklyn ar’ a oe vs. 
Straus et al (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Private equipment; jsouttiern _™ vs. 
State (Ariz.); p. 

Proceedings ‘before Commission; South- 
ern Pac. vs. State (Ariz.); p. 37. 

Rates—refunded; Fletcher Paper Co. vs. 
Detroit & Michigan (Mich.); p. 1009. 

Rates—classification; Gibbes Machinery 
Co. vs. Southern (S. C.); p. 1009. 

Rates; Fletcher Paper Co. vs. Detroit 
& Michigan (Mich.); p. 1009. 

Rates; Fremont Milling Co. vs. C. & N. 
W. (Neb.); p. 126. 

Rates; L. V. vs. Weyant (N. Y.); p. 37. 

Rebate; Huttlinger et al. vs. 
— West India Mail (N. Y.); p. 


Routing; Comstock ac agetgd Elevator 
Co. vs. G. N. (Minn.); 126. 

State law; Stamford Rolling “Mills Co. vs. 
Erie (Pa.); p. 790. 

state orders, a. Eastern Texas 

R. hg vs. Texas Commission (Fed. 

Gin 390. 

State fF Rowland, J. S., vs. S. 
E. Boyle (Sup. Ct.); p. 79. 

Switching agreement; K. & M. vs. Ohio 
Commission (Ohio); p. 1111. 

Tariffs; H. L. Hunter, Inc., vs. N. Y. N. 
H. & H. (N. Y.); p. 585. 

Track usage; Grand Rapids Terminal 
Belt vs. Waters et al. (Mich.); p. 1010. 

Traffic arrangements; Brooks-Scanlon 
Co. et al. vs. Ill, Cent. (Fed. Ct.); p. 


80. 
oe ew -hour law; U. S. vs. C. St. 
P. & O. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1169. 
Longmire 


hadessiaaeaete = Pr. VW 
(Wash.); p. 790. 





Missouri River rate structure; traffic les- 
son No. 24; :p. 1108. 


a carload— Southern Classification; by 


. N. Sibbald; p 

Mixtures, broadening of; by Frank Mul- 
livan; p. 1308. 

Mixtures and conservation; by D. Pay- 
enta; p. 135. 

Montana territory rates; traffic lesson No. 
25; p. 1229. 

Montmorency, Pak ta, CR SO Gs 
Pp. 836 


Moore, ‘A. G. T.; suggestions as to ad- 
vanced rate procedure; pp. 662, 703. 
a Frank; broadening of mixtures; 

p. a 
Nance, A. B.; reply to Messrs. Wilbur + 
Posternock’ as to average agreement; p 


07. 

National Association of Owners of Rail- 
road Securities; pp. 511, 607. 

National Association of Ry. Commission- 
ta’ annual convention; pp. 304, 306, 839, 

Notional Industrial Traffic League; sum- 
mer meeting at Buffalo; pp. 414, 469. 

National Industrial Traffic League; annual 
meeting at New York; pp. 1055, 1091. 

National Shippers’ Conference; reply to 
President Rea, p. 74; call for meeting 
of Aug. 31,.p. 425; meeting Aug. 31 to 
protest against fifteen per cent in- 
crease, and change of name to National 
Federation of Shippers, pp. 456, 512. 
(See also editorial.) 

Nevada rate regulation; p. 422. 

New England increases asked; p. 1038. 

ot” aa Senator F. G.; deat of; p. 


“— am switching charge increased; 


, New York —. by W. W. Woth- 


we Work Bate cana 
ew York state es hes story of; 
F. M. Williams; p. ei ” 


Norton, T. J.; Siodhenntticen lower than 


through rates; p. 702. 
Norton, T. J.; reply to Congressman 
Official Classification: 4 earings; 
cia assifica i ocket of h 
pp. 20, 483, 985, 


Oliver, G. L.: car Ee suggestions; 


p. 1230. 


Owen bills concerning providing of equi 


ment, reasonable transportation — 
ties and amendment of first and 
teenth sections of law; p. 430. 

E. C.; conservation of equipment; 


p. 779 
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Pacific car demurrage; p. 113. 

Panama Canal traffic; pp. 521, 695. 

Pancoast, F. W.; advanced rate proced- 
ure; p. 1054. 

Parker, Walter; Mississippi Valley trans- 
portation, p. 122; waterway transpor- 
tation, pp. 206, 736. 

Passenger equipment, special; 
sions of I. C. C.; p. 176. 

Passenger fares, higher, as a means of 
increased revenue; p. 1214. 

Passenger fares to Arizona; Arizona Com- 
mission vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; see de- 
cisions of I. C. C.; p. 111. 

Passenger service; reduction of, etc.; pp. 
38, 134, 328, 386, 799, 1065, 1099, 1387. 

Passes, railroad; pp. 134, 230, 329. 

ha . a a Sa a ee 
p. 4 

Pawkett, U. S.; president Texas Indus- 
trial Traffic League; p. 

Personnel law enlarging the Commission; 
reorganization of Commission under 
Cummins and Smith amendments there- 
to; place created by death of Clements, 
ete.; pp. 6, 7, 55, 84, 232, 319, 351, 551, 
701, 720, 767, 864, 920. ‘(See also ad- 
vanced rate procedure.) 

Petersen, W. R.; duty of the carriers; p. 
831. 

Petroleum; National Petroleum Assn. et 
al. vs. M. K. & T. et al.; case 9327; 
parts of fourth sect. aps.; see decision 
_— .. oy Rh See 

Petroleum; Kanotex Refining Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F.; see decisions of I. C. C.; Dp. 
360. 

Pig Iron; Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron > 
et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; see I. C. C. 
decisions; p. 459. 

Pooling of facilities of eastern carriers; 
pp. 1157, 1162, 1208, 1209, 1212, 1216, 1217, 
1230, 1276, 1332, 1385. 

Porto Rican railway labor; p. 128. 

Postal rates; p. 607. 

Postal rates; second class; p. 719. 

Posternock, S.: suggestions as to better 
efficiency of carriers; p. 

meee, Jos.; duty of the carriers; p. 
2 


see deci- 


3 
Postmaster-General’s annual report; p. 
1219. 


Potatoes; rental charge for car; Hale- 
Halsell Grocery Co. vs. M. K. & T. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. a 

Priority of shipments; orders, etc.: 2 8, 
55, 266, 323, 352, 427, 476, 685, 919 P4520, 
976, 1012, 1040, 1136, 1157, 1178, 1209, 
1211, 1213, 1214, 1238, 1248, 1274, 1333, 
1388, 

Prunes; Earle Fruit Co. vs. Oregon Short 
Line et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 

51 

Public policy and railroad rates; pp. 1079, 
1119. (See also editorial.) 

Rail-and-water rates; authorization in 15 
per cent case decision rescinded; p. 
1037. 

Railway revenues; for May and five 
.months, p. 152; June and six months, 
pp. 534 and 590; July and seven months, 
p. 880; for calendar year, p. 689; August 
and eight months, pp. 1001 and 1037; 
September and nine months, pp. 1118, 
1176, 1215; October and ten months, p. 
1320: November and 11 months, p. 1385. 

Rea, Samuel; address at meeting of N. 
A. R. C.; p. 846. 

Reconsignment case; p. 773. 
Reconsignment privilege; failure of gov- 
ernment officials to abolish it; p. 552. 
Refrigerator cars, charge for: pp. 65611, 

527. 

Refrigerator cars, allowance on; p. 455. 

Refusal of consignment; license of com- 
mission man revoked by’ Food Adminis- 
tration; p. 1275. 

Regulation; congressional investigation 
of; pp. 741, 768, 1135, 1276, 1334. 

Regulation; exclusive federal; pp. 44, 130, 
592, 653, 768, 778. 801. 944, 1042. 

Released rates: order No. 18; p. 1156. 

Released rates; orders, etc.; pp. 142, 210. 

Reparation; decision of I. C. C. in case 
of Ida S. Graustein vs. Boston = Maine 
et al.; July 28, p. 182; Aug. 4, 229. 

Reparation: brief in case of Du Pont 
Powder Co. vs. P. R. R.; p. 659. 

Reparation caré; Spiller vs. "A. T. & S. F. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1166. 

Reparation for carriers; argument of rail- 
roads in case of D. L. - Coal Co. 
vs. D. L. & W.; pp. 407, eo * 

Rice; Lake Charles Rice Milling Co. of 
La. vs. S. P. et al., and 4th sect. aps.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 819. 

Ripley, P. M-: traffic manager American 
Sugar Refining Co.; p. 797. 

Rix, G. E.; merchandise car from Law- 
rence, Mass., to Chicago; p. 1348. 


Roads, good, need for, in relieving trans- 
portation situation; p. 1276. 

Rowley, F. B.; a. g. f. a. Michigan Cen- 
tral; p. 1057. 

Rules of practice; No. 15 amended; p. 816. 

Russell, G. T.; traffic manager Ludlum 
Steel Co.; p. 1057. 

Safety bureau annual report; p. 1354. 

San Francisco switching limits; p. 1165. 

Seid, J. J.; suggestions for conservation 
of cars; p. 1394. 

Sewer pipe; E. J. Heckle vs. C. B. & Q., 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 513. 

ore 4 A. B.; railroad correspondence; 
p. 662. 

Sherwood bill for keeping lake navigation 
open; p. 1276. 

Shipping bill portion of bill of lading; use 
in by of waybill; by A. W. Lishawa; 
p. 26 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Alexander bill; pp. 650, 701, 723. 

Annual report to Congress; p. 1338. 

Appropriation for construction, etce.; pp. 
473, 649, 680. 

—_ a towing associatiion formed; 


p. a 

Brent, Theodore, 
p. 214. 

Capps, Washington L.; succeeds Goe- 
thals; pp. 214, 267; resigns, p. 1080; 
succeeded by Harris; p. 1163. 

Carey, E. F.; appointed member of U. 
S. Shipping Board Labor Adjustment 
Board; p. 518. 

Charter rate fixed; p. 690. 

Coal supply; p. 649. 

Colby, es succeeds White on 
board: p. 214. 

Denman resigns from board; p. 214. 

Ewing, R. L.; assistant director of op- 
eration; p. 1163 

Fleet corporation reorganized; pp. 1046, 
1080, 1336. 

Goethals, General; resigns from con- 
nection with board; p. 214. 

Harris, F. R.; succeeds W. lL. Capps as 
manager Emergency Fleet Corpora- 
tion; p. 1163; resigns, p. 1336. 

Hurley, E. N.; chairman of U. S. Ship- 
ping Board; pp. 151, 214. 

Japanese ships and rates; pp. 518. 

=a F. C.; director of traffic; p. 

Labor problems; pp. 648, 815, 1015, 1046. 

Neutral ships, commandeering of; pp. 
a 268, 473, 518, 586, 648, 886, 1032, 


Page, C. R.: member of 
Board; pp. 722, 1046. 

Piez, C. A.: vice-president U. S. Emer- 
gency Fleet Corporation; pp. 1046, 
see: Harris as general manager, p. 

Preference orders; use of; p. 1160. 

Rates; first complaint filed; p. 649. 

Rates, ocean; pp. 268, 6. 

Regulatory work subordinated: p. 1319. 

Rules of practice adopted; p. 269. 

—— investigation; pp. 1319, 1340, 

Ship-building program; pp. 119, 473, 
649, 680, 801, 886, 948, 1015, 1046, 1080, 
1163, 1337, 1393. 

Shipping Board reorganized; Goethals, 
Denman, White and Brent out—Hur- 
ley, Colby and Capps in; pp. 214, 267. 

Ships, American, control of; pp. 14, 76, 
267, 305, 325, 473, 586, 722, 826. 

“ee international control of; pp. 78, 


Submarines: advice on how to avoid 
them; p. 687. 
abstracts published in Daily 
and Bulletin: p. 677; method of 
handling, p. 919. 
Tugs, pooling of; pp. 582, 701, 724. 
White, J. B.; resigns from board; p. 


214. 
Wooden ship controversy; pp. 76, 214, 


resigns from board; 


Shipping 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Agent’s authority; The Benjamin Noble 
(Fed. ct.); p. 952. 

Burden of proof: The John Twohy 
(Fed. ct.); p. 834: Gulden et al. vs. 
yg ve” os Taya S. En C. (Fed. 
ct.); 

Cargo damage; Herman et al. vs. Com- 
_— Generale Transatlantique (Fed. 
c p. 697. 

Carriage of goods; The Appam (Fed. 
ct.); p. 750. 

Charges: Nat’l Steam Nav. Co. vs. In- 
ternational Paper Co. (Fed. ct.); p. 


271. 
Charter: Smith & Terry, Inc., vs. Clin- 
ton (Va.); p. 587. 





Charter; W. & C. T. Jones S. S. Co. vs. 
Barnes-Ames Co. (Fed. ct.); P. 
Dougherty Co. vs. Bader Coal Co. 
(Fed. ct.); p. 952. 

ee: The Thermis (Fed. ct.); p. 

Charter party; Patagonia S. S. Co., 
5 ee Gans S. S. Line (Fed. ct.); 
Pp. \ 

Charters; Henslee vs. W. Ky. Coal Co. 
(Fed. ct.); p. 125 

Claim, notice of; 
(Fed. ct.); p. 271. 

Contract; Chapman et al. vs. Java Pa- 
cific Line et al. (Fed. ct.); p. 271. 

Damage to cargo; Lancashire Shipping 
Co. vs. American Import Co. (Fed. 
ct.); p. 834; Gulden et al. vs. Hijos 
ga Taya S. En C. (Fed. ct.); 
p. % 

Damage to cargo; The Governor Pow- 
ers (Fed. ct.); p. 887. 
Deck space; Patagonia S. S. Co., Ltd., 
vs. Gans S. S. Line (Fed. ct.); p. 835. 
Delay in unloading; Acme Transit Co. 
Tue 133, -_ bushels of wheat (Fed. 

e 

Dankenecann: Elvers et al. vs. W. 
Grace & Co. (Fed. ct.); p. 1112. 

Demurrage; Ben Franklin Trans. . Co. 
vs. Federal Sugar Refining Co. (Fed. 
ct.); p. 331. 

ae pro rata; the Appam (Fed. ct.); 


“The San Guglielmo 


p. ; 
Injuries to shipment; Higgins & Co. vs. 
es =. &. Co. Ge. Fp: p- 


Liability, limitation of; The Richard F. 
Young (Va.); p 1303. 

a limited: “The Adah (Fed. ct.); 
p 

Liability for loss; Acme Transit Co. vs. 
—— bushels of wheat (Fed. ct.); 
p. x 

Liability; party liable; Toxaway Tan- 
ning Co. vs. Sulzberger & Sons Co. 
et al.; Hans Rees’ Sons vs. same; J. 


a Ladew Co. vs. same (Fed. ct.); p.. 


Liability, limited; Societe Napthes 
awe vs. Ray Towboat Co. et 
(Fed. ct.); 79. 
me = freight; The Appam (Fed. ct.); 
Dp. 

Lien; The Saturnus (Fed. ct.); p. 331. 
Maritime liens; Henslee vs. W. Ky. 
Coal Co. (Fed. ct.): p. 126. 
Negligent loading; The Adah (Fed. 

et.); p. 1224. 
Salvage; The Richard F. Young (Va.);: 


p. 1303. 
The Adah (Fed. ct.); 


Seaworthiness; 
p. 1225. 

Seaworthiness; Sun Co. vs. Phila. 
Transportation & Lighterage Co. 
(Fed. ct.); p. 1059. 

Seaworthiness; The Benjamin Noble 
(Fed. ct.); p. 953. 

Seaworthiness; The (Fed. 
ct.); p. 387. 

Seaworthiness; Arundel Sand & Gravel 
Co. vs. Naylor & Co. (Fed. ct.); 
Smith & Terry, Inc., vs. Clinton (Fed. 
ct.); p. 588. 

——— The John Twohy (Fed. ct.); 
p 

Storage, negligent; The San Guglielmo 
(Fed. ct.); p. 271. 

Underloading: Toxaway Tanning Co. et 
SL. Ve. are & Sons Co. et al. 
(Fed. ct.); p. 697. 


Shipping or “sailing’’ days for freight; 
pp. 16, 434, 683, 898, 1066, 1126, 1174. 
Shipping papers; traffic lessons Nos. 17 

and 18; pp. 373, 479. 

Shoemaker, R. C.; traffic manager Mid- 
land Milling Co.; p. 903. 

Shreveport situations; Arkansas Sup. 
Ct. decisions in St. L. I. M. & S. vs. 
State of Arkansas, p. 130; complaint of 
S. St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange vs. 
Cc. B. & Q., p. 140. 

Shreveport case; Ppp. 780, 825. 

Sibbald, H. N.; mixed carleoad—South- 
ern Classification; p. 831. 

Sidings; public use of suggested; p. 1229. 

— riding on railway passes; 
p 

Sims, T. N.: successor to Adamson as 
chairman Senate interstate commerce 
committee; p. 9. 

Sisler, Lester; assistant secy. of Ship- 
ping Board; pp. 34, 88. 

Smith amendment to personnel bill; see 
advanced rate procedure. 

Southern Classification; docket of hear- 
ing before the committee; pp. 619, 
1048, 1118, 1279. 

Southern territory; rates in; traffic les- 
coe No. 22, p. 891; lesson No. 23, p. 


Hispania 
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traf- 
vice- -president Cc. B. & 


Southwestern territory; rates in; 
fic lesson No. 26; p. 1343 


—. Cc. - : 


Q.; 83 

Ghambietinnties: of railroads; p. 1079. 

Statistics, railroad; Commission publica- 
tion of Aug. 2; p. 340. 

Sterling bill; p. 1331. 

Stewart, A. T.; traffic manager Sinclair 
Oil & Refining Corporation and Sin- 
clair-Gulf Corporation; p. 288. 

Steward, J. A.; the Commission and 
public policy; p. 1119. 

Story, D. A.; freight traffic manager Can- 
adian Government Railways; p. 88. 

Stover, R. L.; freight bills with the 
freight; p. 958. 





SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 


Commutation fares; Pennsylvania R. R. 
Co., lessee of Northern Central, vs. 
Maryland Commission; p. 875. 


Darling, R. J., vs. Geo. Edwards; 
confiscatory rates; p. 331. 
Germania Refining Co. vs. O. B. Fuller, 


atty.-gen. of Michigan; tax on tank 
cars; p. 1084. 

Labor; Hitchman Coal & Coke Co. vs. 
John Mitchell et al.; right of employer 
to prohibit joining union as condition 
of employment, etc.; p. 1298. 

Liquor traffic, interstate; control given 
by Webb-Kenyon law; p 98. 

L. & N. officials must answer questions 
of Commission as to political expendi- 
tures; p. 1002. 

as ig a Commission vs. Pennsylvania 

R. Co., lessee of Northern Central; 
poet Boo Rn fares; p. 875. 
Paducah-Cairo lumber rate case; St. L. 
. W., St. L. I. M. & S. et al. vs. U. 
S. and I. C. C.; pp. 828, 1030, 1082. 

Rowland, J. S, vs. S. E. Boyle; state 
regulations; p. 79. 

St. L. S. W., St. L. I. M. & S., et al. vs. 
U. S. and Iv C. C.; Paducah-Cairo 
case; pp. 828, 1030, 1082 

Stone. H. M., vs. Erie; notice of claim; 
p. . 

Tariff supersedes contract rate; Men- 
asha Wooden Ware Co. vs. M. St. P. 
& S. Ste. Marie; p. 1298. 

Towers et al. vs. P. R. R. Co.; author- 
+ a state to regulate rates; p. 


1 lo 
Ward, J. H., vs. M. K. & T. of Tex.; 
bill of lading; contract; p. 272. 





SUSPENDED TARIFFS. 


I. and S. Date 

No. of order. Page 
955 eee ee 
1000 July 25 wintaeAc ana aevatens 215 
1039 ME DB dstéewecresscon 46 
1050 0 "nw. eee 46 
1050 MEE, BB iv. ccevinccsces 398 
1051 i 2 aes 46 
1052 MLE. Ketseececcusenn 294 
1052 SE EP b.¢6ie-w.eacean 398 
1054 '_ eae 46 

1055 . eer 9 
1060 r  } Sea 294 
1062 pO eee 294 

1069 August 4 .ccccccccece SS 
1071 . SS eee 37 
1074 ps. are 398 
1075 FS ee erinse: 398 

1079 August eee 7 
1082 pO eS ree 337 
1084 po UU CUE ee See 337 
1098 re 2 ee ere 498 
1101 Sk 46 
1105 cS See ere 46 
1106 ME EP discckeenuaanacn 
1107 ( 2. aor: 

1108 August 1, 

1109 August 

1110 August 11 

1112 August 17 

1113 August 20 

1114 pS eee 

1115 po SS ee 

1116 (jj nee eee 

1116 METS o6.cddsecusen 498 

1117 PS BP oeossccvccas 

1119 August 30... 

1124 September 11 

1125 rl lc Se eee 

1127 September 8 

1134 September 19 

1143 September 27 .... 

1144 September 24 

1157 December 4 





Symbols, use of; by E. E. Titus; p. 958. 
— agency; traffic lesson No. 16; p. 


Tariffs, joint; traffic lesson No. 15; p. 


yertie. local; traffic lesson No. 14; p. 365. 
Tariffs; suggestion as to rule for issu- 
ance, by Harding; p. 40. 

= = war revenue, on transportation; 

351, 664, 754, i 828, 888, 976, 
7008, soon 1048, 1055, 1328. 

Taylor, ee Rk .%, notice distribu- 
tion; p. 1003. 

Telegraphing, economy in; pp. 492, 529. 

Telephone revenues; for March and three 
months, p. 264; for April, P. 905; June 
and six months, p. 1118; July and seven 


months, p. = August and eight 
months, p. 1226 
TENTATIVE DECISIONS OF I. C. C. 


Alabama torre o. et al. vs. L. & 
N.; case 8912; 4. 

Alabama Packing Go, et al. vs. L. & 
N.; case 9812 (including 8985, pone 
& Lightfoot et al. vs. 5. & N. et al., 
and portions of fourth ae aps. 1952 
and 2138; p. 569. 

Alabama Packing Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 9550; parts of fourth sect. 
aps.; live stock; p. 1300. 

Allentown Portland Cement Co. vs. B. 

O. et al.; case 9544; p. 977. 


Birdsboro Stone Co. vs. P. R. R. .et al.; 
case 9389; p. 682. 
— Walnut Growers’ Assn. et al. 
" R. et al.; case 9572; p. 569. 
Capetinn Wood Products Co. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 9653; wood; p. 1300. 
Cement investigation; case 8182: p. 942. 
a to Montana; I. and S. 1047; p. 


Cc. P as A. class rate scale (No. 2); I. and 
1051; p. 942. 
chime Bridge & Iron Co. vs. Erie et 
al.; case 8758; p. 1046. 
nag loss and damage; case 9009; 


Condie-Bray Glass and Paint Co. vs. C. 
R: & P. et al.; case 9448; Pp. 568. 
Cooper Grocery Co. vs. Morgan’ s La. & 
Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al.; case 

9467; salt; p. 1299. 

Cottonseed ‘products to Texas; I. and S. 
1097; p. 1326. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. S. P. 
& S. et al.; case 9596; p. 771 

Cudahy Bros. Co. vs. C. &N. W.; case 
9169, sub. 1; p. 568. 

Dawson Produce Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 9604; p. 875. 

Earl Cooperage Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & 
S. et al.; case 9598, related cases and 
ge section applications; -~hardwood; 
Dp. le 

Eastbound Transcontinental Syrup; I. 
and S. 1093; p. 1327. 

a free ‘time; I. and S. 1010; p. 


Farmers’ Elevator Co. of Vermilion, S. 
D., vs. C. M. & St. P.; car rotation 
rule; case 9399; pp. 72, 103. 

Galion Iron Works and Manufacturing 

Co. et al. vs. O. et al.; case 
9489; p. 367. 

Glens Run Coal Co. vs. W. & L. E.; 
case 9495; p. 568. 

Grain adjustment from interior Illinois 
to eastern seaboard; case 8347, Peoria 
— . Trade vs. ‘A. T. & S. F., and 

Nos. 668 and 751; p. 162. 

Greenfield ‘& Co. vs. P. R. R.; case 9525; 

4 


Houston Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. S. P. et al; case 9605; peanuts; 
p. 1226. 

Hurst, B. F., et al. vs. Boise Valley 
Traction Co. et al.; case a p. 616. 

Illinois Brick Co. vs. C. & E . et al.; 
case 9258; p. 368. 

Iron and steel rates, I. and S. 967; 
Western Trunk Line iron and steel 
(No. 2), o and S. 1087; fourth sect. 
ap. 11051; 617. 

Kansas Carlot Eggs “a. Assn. VS. 
B. & O. et al.; case 8469; 1378. 

Kansas Commission vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 9658; p. 977. 
aird, R. C., vs. my & Northern et 
al.; case 9255; 771. 

Lehigh Coal & Ravigation Co. vs. P. 

R. Co. et al.; case 9706; p. _, 
me Commercial Club vs. C. 8S. 
al.; case 9354; p. 598. 

a classification; I. and S. 956; 

Lumber rates and classification; case 
8131; pp. 941, 978. 

Lumham & Moore vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
case 9588; p. 10 

Maryland, state of; et al. vs. B. C. & 
A.; case 9532; p. 682. 

Michigan percentage cases; p. 515. 


Minneapolis Traffic Assn. et al. vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 9450; p. * 

—, John, et al. vs. Cc. 

/ & St. L. et al.; case 9659; p. P76 

ww Live Stock Exchange vs. C. 

Q.; case 9169; p. 568. 
National Live Stock Exchange vs. A. & 
et al.; case 9239; 682. 

National Petroleum hae. et al. vs. M. 
K. T. et al.; case 9327; parts of 
fourth sect. aps. 465, 799, 2659, 4218, 
4219, 4220; p. 616. 

National Wool Growers’ Assn. vs. U. P. 
et al.; case 9611; p. 977. 

National Wool Growers’ Assn. vs. Bull- 
— et al.; case 9607; p. 


1081. 
— York Lighterage; I. and S. 1027; 


614. 

wintiverdetern Traffic and Pp Bu- 
reau, Inc., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 9553; p. 426. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs. 
Northern et al.; case 9340; ae 420 

Peoria Board of "Trade va. &.. F. & S. 
F. et al.; case 8347; I. and S. Nos. 668 
= 751; grain rates adjustment; p. 


84 
Pollak Stéel Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 9380; p. 1045. 
Reconsignment case; I. and S. 1050; p. 


615. 
Sinclair, T. M., & Co., Ltd., vs. C. 
& St. P. et al.; ease 9715; fresh aan 
etc.; p. 1226. 
Sioux City Concrete Pipe Co. Bae Cc. M. 
& St. P. et al.; case 9671; 977. 
Southern Appalachian Coal Geamutieny’ 
fa vs. L. & N. et al.; case 9405; p. 


Southern Coal, Coke and Mining Co. vs. 
Southern et al.; case 9511; p. 875 

Southwestern class scale case; I. and S. 
1016; pp. 324, 362. 

Sugar cases, southeastern; cases 8117, 
8228, 8255; p. < 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8936; p. 942. 

Syrup; see Eastbound Transcontinental 
Syrup; p. 1327. 

Tap line case; I. and S. No. 11; waste- 
ful services by tap lines; pp. 324, 368. 

Thropp, J. E.,. vs. Bessemer & Lake 
Erie et al.; case 9028; p. 1081. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. vs. St. L.-S. F.; 
case 9641; p. 771. 

Wasteful services by tap lines; p. 616. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. Oo. et al.; 
case 9558; p. 820. 


ial 


Terminal; proposed abolition of: p. 767. 

Texas interstate rates; traffic lesson No. 
26; p. 1344. 

Texas — rates; traffic lesson No. 


Thayer, Walter; coal freight 
agent Pennsylvania R. R.; p. 1230. 

Thelen, Max; address before meeting of 
N. C.; p. 839. 

= S. H.; heavy loading of cars; p. 


Thompson, Slason; reply to Clifford 
aa on subject of railway statistics; 


136. 

Therne, Clifford; replies to Slason 
Thompson’s criticism of his railroad 
statistics; p. 207. 

em Clifford; replies to Traffic World 

n 15 per cent case; p. 1171. 

Thorne-Williams controversy Rl rail- 
road revenues; pp. 975, 978, 

Through rate not a joint ~~, by T. W. 
Van Metre; p. 1394. 

—-, = W.: heavy loading by millers; 
Dp. 4 

Tipton, F. C.; cotton compression; p. 702. 

Titus, E. E.; advanced rate procedure, 
p. 662; the use of symbols, p. 

Toledo Commerce Club et al. vs. C. H. & 
D. et al.; case 7761; effort for agree- 
ment as to what should be done under 
Commission’s decision; p. 425. 

Tracers; practice of carriers in handling, 
ince, pp., 591, 740, 741, 1055, 1093, 1121, 

Trading-with- the-enemy act; p. 455. 

Traffic clubs, list of; p. 593. 

Traffic Lessons; course by G. G. Hueb- 
ner; No. 14, p. 35; No. 15, p. 123; ne: 


general 


93; le le 
3 5 ; No. 23, p. 1013; No. 
24, p. 1106; No. 25, p. 1227; No. 26, p. 


Transcontinental rates; see decisions of 
. C. C.; p. 153. 

Transcontinental rates; pp. 580, 690, 864. 

Trans-Missouri rates; traffic lesson No. 
25; p. 1228. 

Trucks, heavier loading of; by F. J. Tyr- 
rell; p. 779. 
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Turpentine and rosin; W. H. Barber | War operation of railroads; pp. 44, 116,] Welton, H. S.; congestion and embar- 
x ag 4 Co. vs. Kentwood & Eastern et 203, 230, 282, 338, 519, 551, 587, 588, 607, goes; p. 1171. 
— — application; p. 458. 651, 667, 679, 799, 800, 815, 904, 1117, | Werlich, C. A.; a. g. f. a. M. & St. L.; p. 
nyriel F. ; heavier loading of ‘trucks; 1157, 1332. See also war board, priority 82. 
779. law, car supply, car service division, | Western Classification; docket of hearings 
Underwood, E. Marvin; general counsel, efficiency in traffic, pooling, govern- before os committee; pp. 289, 337, 438, 
s. 745. ment operation, unification of opera- 829, 1049 
Unification of railroad operation rogue tion. Western territory, rates an Traffic Les- 
mende y I. . C. in report to Con- = son No. pp 
gress; p. 1205. See also government op- wae. ayes: sane Bg pout Wheat; Royal Milling Co. vs. G. N.; see 
eration. t iti ith i] decisions of I. Cc, C.; p. 1200. 
Utah common points; traffic lesson No. | Water competition with railroads; po 8. Wiley, L. G.; expense of heavy loading; 
25; p. 1228. Waterways; need for use of, etc. . 87, p. 492. 
Valuation; revision of regulations for 122, 206, 231, 391, 535, 735, 736, 137, 301, Williams, F. M.; story of the N. Y. 
recording changes in physical property; 802, 832, 895, 1065, 1100, 1101, 1341, 1360. state canals; p. 535. 
p. 294. See also editorial. 2 Winburn, F. E.; president Freight Claim 
Valuation, railroad; question as to ap- | Watkins, Edgar; resigns as attorney-ex- Association; p. 287. 
proval of tentative report on Texas aminer of the Commission; p. 481. Women railroad employes; pp. 8, 230, 
Midland; pp. 654, 694. Watkins, Edgar; series of articles on 294, 
Van Metre, T. W.; through rate not joint how to try a case before the Commis- Woolley, R. W.; member of I. C. C.; pp. 
rate; p. 1394. sion; pp. 665, 729, 848, 955. 720, 767. 
Wages; railroad strike threatened; pp. — L. R.; consulting counsel S. A. | Wotherspoon, W. W.; Supt. of Public 
1038, 1172. Les 706. Works, State of N. Ra ; article on New 
War; effect on industries; p. 1079. Webster, T. T.; a. g. f.-a. Michigan York state canals; p. 738. 
War board; Bg A a make one car do Central; p. 330. Wylie, George + A admiralty vs. com- 
work of t 19, 86, 133, 222, | Weldon, T. T., general freight agent pensation; P. 1363 
279, 282, 336. "985° 43h ‘434, 493, 588, 657, Canadian Gov’t. railways; p. 288. Young, H. C.; loading cars above marked 
680, 686, 719, 745, 838, 1051, 1067, 1170. Welker, H. M.; embargo notices; p. 958. capacity; p. 1348. 
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FACTS AND FIGURES | | owN ABSTRACTS 
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These, and our own abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, 
suspensions and fourth section orders, will enable you to 
keep a correct tariff file, an impossibility without our paper. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU Samples and full information free. 
(isiniaademaaeanens ew OS, THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


418 South Market Street, Chicago 


WE ARE HEADQUARTERS 


FOR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT FORMS 


INCLUDING Standard Form for the Presentation of Overcharge Claims . 
** Loss and Damage “ 


“ee I fi 
ws Coal ine Claims S A M P L E S 
Ba Damage - F R E E 


Car Movement Record 


Straight | _ Bills of Lading ON REQUEST 


Shippers Order 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 South Market Street, Chicago, III. 








